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Tony Blair and George Bush ended 
the year claiming two new triumphs in 
their “endless war”. 

First, US troops tracked down Saddam 
Hussein, publicly humiliating him on 
television. Then Blair announced that 
Colonel Gaddafi had bowed the knee and 
agreed to dismantle Libya’s programmes 
for creating “weapons of mass 
destruction”. | 

Neither of these “triumphs” will make 
the world, nor Iraq a safer - let alone a 
freer - place. 

Saddam was, by the US occupiers’ 
own admission, not co-ordinating the 
growing armed resistance to their rule in 
Iraq. So, his capture will not stop it; 
indeed, it may even encourage it as those 
who feared his return may now consider 
joining the resistance. 

And while Gaddafi’s climbdown shows 
the impact of the US/UK bullying tactics, 
Libya has not sponsored terrorism for 
many a long year. If anything, the 
humiliation suffered by another Arab 
nationalist strongman may boost Islamist 
movements in the region and across the 
world. 

These announcements are mere 
smokescreens, designed to hide two 
undeniable truths: 

e Iraq did not possess any significant 
weapons of mass destruction and Tony 
Blair lied through his teeth to get to war. 

® The real terrorists in lraq are the US 
and British troops. 

Blair has not uttered a word about the 
brutal murder of Baha Mousa at the 
hands of British troops. 

Baha was arrested after four guns 
were discovered at a hotel where he 
worked. He and seven colleagues were 
taken to a notorious torture centre of the 
old regime, bound and hooded - and 
kick-boxed to death. 

Insultingly, the army offered Baha’s 
family £4,500 hush money. The family 
refused to accept. 
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Every time Tony Blair opens his 
mouth on Iraq another porky pops out. 
At Christmas he told British troops that 
“massive evidence of programmes” had 
been found since the occupation. Alas for 
the Downing Street deceiver Jonathan 
Dimbleby repeated these words to Paul 
Bremer, the US governor of Iraq without 
identifying their source. 

The US governor snapped back: “I 
don’t know who said that. It sounds like a 
bit of a red herring to me. It sounds like 
somebody who doesn’t agree with the 
policy, that sets up a red herring and 
then knocks it down.” He looked mightily 
disconcerted when he was told it was the 
words of the British Prime Minister! 
Another case of friendly fire. 

So whatever Lord Hutton’s inquiry 
reports, it is now clear Blair deceived 
Parliament and dragged the country into 
war based on a whole pack of lies. It is 
Blair who condemned Iraqi conscripts 
and civilians to die under the cluster 
bombs and depleted uranium shells of 
the Coalition forces - and now applauds 
troops who continue to kill. 

Blair called these troops “pioneers of 
twenty-first century soldiering”. Pioneers 
of twenty-first century colonisation for 
Bechtel and BP more like. 

In any real democracy the verdict of 
the people, that this man is a liar and 
cannot be trusted, would lead to his 
instant dismissal. Labour would have to 
seek a new mandate to govern. But of 
course this is not how it works in a 
capitalist democracy; two or three years 
down the line, when he has to call an 
election, Blair hopes that this will all be 
forgotten. 

The British and US occupation forces 
must get out of Iraq now, and Blair 
driven out of office, before more 
countries are bombed and invaded and 
thousands of innocent civilians killed. 
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Abortion rights under attack 











New threats have emerged to women’s hard-won rights to control their own bodies. Rachel Hardcastle examines 
two court cases that have provided opportunities for those wishing to restrict women’s rights | 


n 1 December 2003 in 

Britain, judges upheld a pre- 

viously rejected complaint 

against two doctors who had 

carried out a late termination 
on grounds of foetal abnormality. Eight 
days later, a French woman, whose foetus 
had been unintentionally aborted due to a 
hospital mix-up, petitioned the European 
Court of Human Rights to recognise the 
right to life of the unborn foetus. 

Both cases contain highly emotive ele- 
ments, which makes them ideal material 
for those peddling the anti-choice agenda 
of the Catholic Church and other religious 
institutions in the mass media. 


CASE ONE: THE CLEFT PALATE 

Under Britain's Human Fertilisation and 
Embryology Act 1990, termination after 24 
weeks (when the foetus becomes “viable” 
outside of the womb) is permissible where 
two doctors agree that there is a “sub- 
stantial risk of serious abnormality”. The 
seeds of the current debate were sown in 
2001, when a late abortion was carried 
out under the terms of the 1990 Act on a 
woman whose foetus was diagnosed as hav- 
ing a cleft lip and palate, a condition that 
varies in severity and may sometimes 
involve other congenital defects. 

A Church of England cleric, Joanna 
Jepson, who had herself suffered from the 
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his year in the Greater 
Manchester Area a united 
campaign against the 
fascists was launched. It 
has set as its aims 
exposing the anti-working class 
nature of the British National Party 
(BNP) and campaigning against the 
racism of the Blair government. 

With Blunkett off the leash, New 
Labour, as part of its general assault 
on civil liberties, has been busy 
attacking immigrant and black 
communities. 

A united campaign did send the 
BNP packing from Failsworth, 
Oldham, showing that the majority of 
workers arebeginning to see the true 
nature of the BNP. Not only are they 
vile racists but they're also viciously 
anti-working class - in a word, 
fescists. The campaign was made up 
of trade unionists, community 
activists and some Labour Party 
regional perty’s imstructions). 
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same condition at birth, applied for a judicial 
review to declare the termination unlawful 
on the grounds that a cleft palate did not rep- 
resent a serious abnormality. This applica- 
tion failed, but her second attempt resulted 
ina High Court reversal of the first decision. 


CASE TWO: A TRAGIC ERROR 

Unlike the British example, which was 
instigated by a third party with no connec- 
tion to the woman concerned, the French 
case was brought by the woman herself fol- 
lowing an error at a hospital, which had har- 
rowing consequences. 

Thi-Nho Vo entered a Lyons hospital for 
a check-up in her sixth month of pregnan- 
cy in 1991. Coincidentally, another woman 
of Vietnamese origin with the same surname 
was also present for the removal of an intra- 
uterine contraceptive device; the doctors 
mixed the two women up, with the result 
that Vo lost her foetus. The doctors were 
prosecuted and found guilty of involun- 
tary homicide, but this conviction was even- 
tually overturned by France’s highest court 
on the grounds that French law does not 
recognise the foetus as a person. 

Vo then turned to the European Court 
at Strasbourg, arguing that the right to 
life enshrined in the European Convention 
on Human Rights should apply before as 
well as after birth. Her lawyer has stated that 
they wish to establish that human life begins 





a step in the right direction. We 
should mobilise to get as many 
militant workers and youth as 
possible, black and white, to the 
meeting. 

But we should also use this meeting 
to expose the true fascist nature of the 
BNP and the need for a workers’ united 
front to smash them. If they, or one of 
their splinter groups, dare to 
demonstrate we should enforce a 
policy of no platform for fascists - by 
driving them off the streets. We need 
to show the streets belong to us: the 
anti-racist workers and youth, not to 
the fascists or racist police who 
attempt to protect them. 

However, the election result in 
Oldham, whilst a clear defeat for the 
fascist BNP, also shows there’s a lot 
more to do. Labour got over 60 per 
cent of the vote cast, on an explicitly 
anti-BNP campaign that the regional 
party scandalously refused to 
support. But the BNP still got 17 per 
cent, with just over 500 votes in all 
(on a 30 per cent turnout). 

This is precisely because of New 
Labour's betrayals. For example, 
Oldham’s Labour Council is proposing 
2 £1imillion cut in the education 
budget for next year. Workers have 
had their jobs slashed, council houses 
run down, school and hospital 
services reduced, while local and 
national press drip feed the racist 


at the moment of conception; such an inter- 
pretation would, of course, render any Euro- 
pean laws permitting abortion incompati- 
ble with the Convention. 


DIFFICULT ISSUES RAISED 

Both cases have generated a great deal 
of public debate. The Jepson campaign cen- 
tres on the “slippery slope” argument that 
any abortion based on abnormality 
inevitably leads to eugenics. At the same 
time, Jepson, who underwent several oper- 
ations to correct the condition, can point 
to herself as living proof that a cleft palate 
is no obstacle to full participation in soci- 
ety. The Vo case is linked to the personal 
tragedy of a mother losing a baby she want- 
ed and a justified desire to ensure that 
nobody else suffers from similar incom- 
petent practice. 

The arguments against the campaign in 
France are probably more straightfor- 
ward: it is a prime example of the dictum 
that “hard cases make bad law”. Tragic 
though the events may be, they do not have 
sufficient wider resonance to form the basis 
for general legislation. 

For many — even among those who sup- 
port a woman’s right to abortion — the 
Jepson campaign raises more complex 
issues. While technology can extend the sur- 
vival chances of those born prematurely and 
can aid the identification in the womb of all 








propaganda of Labour’s Home 
Secretary, kid-snatcher Blunkett. 

In any future campaign we need to 
call a workers’ convention of trade 
unionists and the community to 
democratically decide on the anti- 
fascist campaign, ideally to run a 
candidate on a workers’ action 
programme to challenge cuts and 
racism. If the workers’ united front 
calls for a Labour vote we should 
demand that the candidate breaks 
from Blunkett and Blair's pro- war 
racist policies and pledges to fight for 
working class services and jobs. 

Above all we must launch a radical 
protest movement.of our own: strikes 
by workers and students against any 
cuts and occupations by workers’ and 
community organisations of council 
offices and the Town Hall. We need to 
fight for a workers’ budget based on 
our needs. If they say they can't afford 
it we demand they open their books 
and accounts so we can expose their 
lies, their cuts and their misman- 
agement of our services. And we must 
call for an end to the war on Iraq which 
is costing millions every week. 

A few afternoons of white and 
Asian youth and workers occupying 
the Town Hall demanding better 
services for all, a workers’ budget 
under workers’ control, will do far 
more to dispel any lingering illusions 
of workers in the racist BNP than 
many months of passive election 


campaigning. 


sorts of abnormalities, there is also grow- 
ing unease about designating people as 
“abnormal” or “disabled” in a society more 
sympathetic to the concept of rights for dis- 
abled people. It would be illegal to dis- 
criminate against a person with a hare lip, 
the argument goes, so how can it then be 
right to kill such a “person” in the womb? 
And even in the case of a severe physical or 
mental disability, who has the right to 
pass judgement on another’s quality of or, 
indeed, right to life? 

Socialists are not automatons; we recog- 
nise and indeed often experience ambiva- 
lence around these issues felt by honest peo- 
ple, whether they are religious or militant 
atheists. We also acknowledge the undeni- 
able hurt caused to many individuals 
through personal loss or the persistent dis- 
crimination that blights life for many dis- 
abled people. But we also recognise two vital 
principles. 

First, a foetus is not a person. For 
Marxists, what creates personality and true 
humanity is existence as a social being, 
which can only occur after birth. To speak 
of the “viability” of an unborn foetus at 
any stage is not relevant. An embryo in the 
womb is not, and can never be, a social being; 
until birth it is an utterly dependent 
appendage of the woman who has conceived 
it, and who therefore has the same rights 
over it as over any other part of her body. 









fight 


he new year looks set to 
witness the most bitter 
pay fight since the 1980s 
between tens of thousands 
of civil servants and the 
Government. At the Home Office, 
members of the largest civil service 
union, the PCS, rejected a derisory 
employers’ offer by four to one (albeit 
in a low turnout). They will now join 
other PCS members in the 
Department for Work and Pensions, 
Department of Constitutional Affairs, 
Treasury Solicitor’s Office and the 
Prison Service in a strike ballot. 

At present, a two-day stoppage is 
planned for 29 and 30 January. 
Meanwhile, staff at the Office for 
National Statistics will also vote from 
S January on a pay offer rejected by 
the PCS group leadership. 

The government's stance has 
hardened in recent weeks, with 
management imposing what amount 
to cuts in real pay, often in advance 
of ballot results. The departments 
have offered most staff nominal 
increases of between 0.5 and 2.5 per 
cent. After tax and National 
Insurance, this will amount to less 
than £1 a day for many low paid 
workers. 

Rampant sexism among civil 
service management means that the 
lowest grades are predominently 
filled by women while the higher 





Second, the only person who should 
decide whether or not to go through with 
a pregnancy is the woman herself. A deci- 
sion to abort may be difficult or easy, the 
reasons grave or trivial; others may brand 
the motive selfless or selfish. But no one 
has the right to prevent her from making 
and implementing that decision. To do oth- 
erwise would be to assume the control and 
use of another person’s body, an effron- 
tery and violence that can be allowed nei- 
ther to the state nor to any other group- 
ing or individual. 

It is particularly necessary to assert this 
right for working class women, who suf- 
fer social oppression as women on top 
of class oppression and are thus doubly 
deprived of control over their lives and 
bodies. 

If we are to assert these principles 
fully, it is not enough to resist attacks on 
existing abortion laws. These laws allow the 
state and the medical establishment rather 
than women themselves to determine 
whether and on what grounds a termina- 
tion may be carried out. Nor shoulda 
woman’s economic means determine her 
access to full health and abortion facilities, 
as is still the case even in Britain. 

We must fight, and call upon the labour 
movement and anticapitalist movement to 
fight for free abortion on demand for all 
women through all stages of pregnancy. 
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positions are a male preserve. So this 
inluting offer is also a slap in the face 
for women workers in general. 

The Government claims that it 
cannot afford any more members but 
has already spent billions (so far!) on 
the invasion and occupation of Iraq. 

This dispute could set the tone for 
the public sector generally in 2004 
as Gordon Brown has made it plain 
that he wants average increases 
across the sector of only 2 per cent. 
A victory would boost the confidence 
of PCS members*in taking forward 
other campaigns and give a fillip to 
trade unionists in local government 
and the NHS. PCS members are 
undoubtedly angry, but the must 
organise to ensure the union's 
recently elected left leadership has 
the tactics and the will to win this 
dispute. 

The leadership and activists must 
ensure that there is a huge “Yes” vote 
for strikes. The strike action must be 
co-ordinated so workers in different 
departments go out together. In 
addition, the case must be made now 
for indefinite all out action. 

Control of the strike action must 
be put under the control of members 
through mass meetings and the 
election across departments of 
accountable strike committees. 
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Defend secular education 


Oppose Chirac's ban on the headscarf 





he pressure is on in France to 
legally enforce the banning of 
the headscarf worn by some 
Muslim women in French 
schools. A special commission 
to look into revising the 1905 law on the 
separation of church and state has recom- 
mended that open signs of religion should 
no longer be tolerated in state schools, 
along with political and philosophical 
symbols. 

President Chirac set the Stasi Commis- 
sion up earlier this year after months of pro- 
nouncements by leading politicians on the 
incompatibility of French secularism and 
the wearing of headscarves in educational 
establishments. 

The issue of headscarves has raged in 
France throughout the 1990s, following 
the expulsion of three school students from 
their school in northern France in 1989. 
The 1990s saw an increase in the number 
_ of school students wearing the headscarf 
in the classroom. This can largely be 
explained by the increasing ghettoisation 
of France’s Muslim community. France has 
five million Muslims, one of the largest con- 
centrations in Western Europe. However, 
this community is largely invisible within 
French society. Rates of unemployment 
amongst the Muslim community are way 
above the national average. Many of France's 
Muslims live in poverty-stricken estates 








magine this: a woman goes to see a 
doctor. She can barely walk. She has 
been feeling ill for months. As she 
waits to see the doctor a sharp pain 
runs through her chest. She can bare- 
ly breath. She thinks she has TB. She is 
praying in her mind that it’s only TB. 
People have survived TB. The doctor calls 
her in. He has the results of her blood 
test. As he confirms that she is “HIV posi- 
tive” the woman can’t fight back the 
tears. All her nightmares have become real- 
ity in that phrase. 

In a whisper she asks, “can you give 
me drugs to keep me alive?” The doctor 
answers, “no, we can’t afford them.” With 
that the woman is sent away to her death. 
Her body is already weakened by untreat- 
ed diseases and malnutrition; the HIV virus 
will destroy what's left of her already weak- 
ened immune system more rapidly and 
allow the TB to kill her. 

This is not just the story of one woman; 
it’s the story of millions living mainly in 
Africa, who are HIV positive but have no 
access to the life-saving drugs that are avail- 
able to HIV-positive people in North Amer- 
ica and much of Europe.” 

1 December 2003 was World AIDS day. 
To coincide with it the UN and the World 
Health Organisation (WHO) released the 
AIDS epidemic update 2003. It reported that 
some 42 million people were infected 
with HIV worldwide. Between 25 and 28 
million of those with HIV live in sub-Saha- 
ran Africa. The single highest figure is for 
South Africa, where nearly five million peo- 
ple or some 10 percent of the population is 
infected. 

In many places AIDS is quite literally 
killing off the working population, leav- 
ing behind the elderly and the very young. 
Many of the young have had the virus trans- 
mitted to them by their mothers as only 1 
per cent of pregnant women in the most 
severely affected countries have access to 
the drugs and healthcare needed to prevent 


mother-to-child transmission. Across sub- 
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in the suburbs surrounding the big towns. 

In the face of growing social deprivation, 
exclusion and outright racism, religious 
identity is increasingly a reference point for 
a population in search of its place within a 
society that offers little opportunity for inte- 
gration. Many women also see religion 
and its outward expression as a haven and 
protection from the growing and often vio- 
lent sexism of the young men who live on 
these estates. 

The international situation in which the 
Muslim world and religion is being stig- 
matised as harbouring terrorism and being 
associated with extremism and fundamen- 
talism is intensifying this retreat into a reli- 
gion seen as under attack. 

In this context, banning the headscarf in 
schools is correctly seen as part of a sys- 
tematic attack on Islam by a Christian 
majority, hiding behind the cover of secu- 
larism. There is no proposal for example 
to ban Christian crosses from around stu- 
dents’ necks, only ‘ostentatious’ signs of reli- 
gion. This is clearly aimed at the Islamic 
headscarf. The left in France, and interna- 
tionally, has a duty to unambiguously defend 
freedom of expression, including religious 
expression. 

This has not been the case in France how- 
ever. The left has not been in the forefront 





Saharan Africa life expectancy has fallen, 
while in Botswana, which reports the high- 
est rate of infection at 35 per cent of a pop- 
ulation of 1.6 million, projections suggest 
that by 2010 half of all children will be 
orphans and average life expectancy will 
have plummeted to 27 from 47 years. 

But it’s not just Africa that is at risk. The 
report highlights a growing number of 
cases of new infections in countries which 
had previously reported very low HIV rates: 
China, Indonesia and Vietnam. The most rapid 
increase has been seen in India, where the 
total number of people infected with HIV could 
outstrip the figure for South Africa by 2005. 

A record 5 million people this past year. 
The AIDS epidemic is getting worse for 
the world’s poorest countries, while west- 
ern governments and multinational drug 
companies do next to nothing while mil- 
lions silently die. 

Their “solution” is for countries with 
high infection rates to focus on prevention. 
Of course, tackling the pandemic in sub- 
Saharan Africa will require sex education 
programmes and the distribution of con- 
doms. But the reality is that “structural 
adjustment” policies authored in Washing- 
ton, London and Paris often mean that the 
per capita debt to imperialist financial insti- 
tutions far outweighs the spending on 
healthcare in the worst affected countries. 
In effect, the West is prepared to condemn 
millions to painful, premature deaths. 

Some commentators blame the growth 
of prostitution in the Third World and 
migrant male workers for the spread of 
AIDS. But they rarely go deeper and look at 
cause and effect. 

Globalisation has massively increased 
the numbers of landless workers, evicted by 
capitalist farmers, who migrate in search of 
work. Poverty also throws millions of female 
peasants and workers in desperation into 
prostitution. Parted for months if not years 
from their families, transient sexual rela- 


of defending the Muslim community against 
this attack by the French state. In doing so, 
the left has opened the door for the right 
wing to also attack the right of political 
expression within French schools. 

For left forces ranging from the Parti 
Socialiste to Lutte Ouvriére (LO), the oppo- 
sition to wearing headscarves is justified 
in the name of ‘the defence of secularism’ 
and the need to fight women’s oppression. 

But supporting these measures has noth- 
ing to do with the socialist demand for a sec- 
ular education system which means remov- 
ing religion from the curriculum (abolition 
of religious education) and from any official 
role in the school/college e.g. a ban on school 
religious services, on religiously funded or 
influenced advice services, the public dis- 
play of crosses in school classrooms etc. 

It does not mean the banning of private 
expressions of religion in school. Indeed we 
defend these rights as a matter of individ- 
ual liberty for example the right of Sikhs 
to wear turbans, Jews to wear skullcaps, 
Muslims to wear the headscarf. We also sup- 
port the right of access to prayer rooms, reli- 
gious dietary requirements in school can- 
teens etc. 

Defending these rights does nothing to 
undermine the socialist principle of secu- 
lar education, which refers to the secular 
nature of the school, its lessons and its 
administration, not to the student’s private 


AIDS: The silent genocide of 


tions are rife — and with it the risk of 
AIDS. 

And of course the double tragedy of AIDS 
is that it tends to hit those in their 20s and 
30s, i.e. the most economically active sec- 
tion of the community, who would normally 
be raising young families. Hence, the mil- 
lions of AIDS orphans, and yet another twist 
in the spiral down to poverty. 

Capitalism, which once destroyed African 
family life with slavery, is doing it again. And 
its filthy apologists dare blame the Black 
man’s mores. 

Why are the retroviral drugs now wide- 
ly available in much of the West not avail- 
able to people in the countries where the 
need is most acute? Why are western gov- 
ernments standing by and letting millions 
die when they could live longer? 

The answer lies in the profit system itself 
and the way it operates in a world dominated 
by a small number of imperialist powers. 
A handful of powerful global conglomerates, 
based in a handful of nation states, thor- 
oughly control the world market. The cost 
of developing a new retroviral drug, from 
the perspective of the corporate executive, 
is high. For example, a year’s treatment 
for an HIV-positive individual using the lat- 
est anti-AIDS medication, Fuzeon, produced 
and marketed by Roche, currently costs 
some £12,000. In Botswana, per capita 
spending on healthcare is £358 p.a. and that 
is one of the higher figures for sub-Saharan 
Africa as a whole. 

The pharmaceutical corporations are 
determined to defend the monopoly profits 
derived from exclusive patents, whatever 
the costs in human lives and suffering. Boss- 
es at a drugs giant like Pfizer will spend tens 
of millions on advertising campaigns to pro- 
mote Viagra with the aim of maximising 
profits. Such corporations do not exist to 
perform “humanitarian” roles and will seek 
to block even modest reforms in world trade 
rules that would facilitate the production of 
generic copies of retrovirals in countries 
such as Brazil and India. 


religious beliefs and practices. 

In relation to the headscarf being a sym- 
bol of women’s oppression in Islam, of 
course socialist and progressive forces are 
against the oppression of women that is 
an integral part of all the major religions. 
However, it is for Muslim women to take up 
this fight within their communities with 
the support and solidarity of socialist and 
secular forces. Supporting the right of the 
French state to impose a ban means sup- 
porting the right of a historically racist state 
to oppress a minority community. 

It is certainly true that many young 
women in France are forced to wear head- 
scarves by parental and peer pressure; it is 
also true that some young women also 
choose freely to cover their head as an iden- 
tification with their religion. If women 
choose to wear the headscarf, this is their 
right and should be defended. If female 
school students express the desire to rebel 
against the headscarf and parental author- 
ity then the school and the authorities 
should certainly provide support and pro- 
tection against reprisals, from parents and 
peers, just as socialists insist society pro- 
tects young people against forced marriages 
and other reactionary cultural practices. 

But banning the headscarf will not liber- 
ate these young women nor take the struggle 
for secular education forward. On the con- 
trary, it will reinforce the role of Islam in their 


the world’s poorest 
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South African AIDS campaign 


The Bush administration has tried to gar- 
ner positive press coverage for its modest 
package of aid to combat that AIDS crisis in 
Africa, yet the sums promised are minus- 
cule compared to the $87 billion approved 
by the US Congress for the continuing occu- 
pation of Iraq anda tiny fraction of the $450 
billion budget for the Pentagon war 
machine. 








lives. Expelling students who refuse to remove 
their headscarf will lead to them being exclud- 
ed from secular education which can chal- 
lenge their religious beliefs. It will also hand 
an enormous weapon to the religious fun- 
damentalists who would pose as the defend- 
ers of religious rights and individual liberties 
against “authoritarian socialists” and the sec- 
ular state. It will accelerate a drive towards 
private schools religiously, racially and sex- 
ually segregated, just what the right and 
the fundamentalists want. And this will prob- 
ably lead to sections of youth rallying to reli- 
gious leaders who otherwise would not 
have followed them. 

For all these reasons, attempts to impose 
a ban by law should be resisted. The two 
main far left organisations LO and LCR, 
who will be mounting a joint electoral chal- 
lenge to the established political parties 
next year, have failed to give a lead on this 
issue. Whilst they are not necessarily in 
favour of a new law and whilst LCR is split 
on the issue, leading members of both 
organisations have led action in schools to 
enforce this position, down to taking strike 
action to enforce the expulsion of school 
students wearing headscarves. 

This is a scandalous position for reve- 
lutionaries to take and will only damage the 
ability of socialists to win the confidence of 
one of the most oppressed sections of 
French society. 





In sharp contrast'to the oil reserves of 
the Persian Gulf the small farmers, agri- 
cultural workers and urban poor of sub- 
Saharan Africa and elsewhere in the Third 
World are utterly expendable from the 
perspective of those who rule on behalf of 
global capital. That’s why the fight against 
AIDS is inextricably linked to the fight 
against globalisation. 


January 2004-6 3 - 








On 30 November 
last year a small 
sroup of people 

agreed to launch 

a new political 
formation — 
Respect. 

On 25 January 
this year a 
national 
convention 

will be held to 
launch the 
coalition and 
ratify its 
manifesto. 
Mark Hoskisson 
considers the 
implications of this 
development for 
socialists who 
want to build a 
new working 


class party 
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hey met in George Galloway’s 

house. The MP for Glasgow 

Kelvin, now an outeast from the 

Labour Party, played host to the 

Socialist Workers Party (SWP) and 
a few of their friends. Their brief was to con- 
sider how to take on Tony Blair in a series of 
elections to be held on 10 June — European 
Parliament, Greater London Assembly and 
various local council elections. 

The outcome of the discussions was 
the Respect Declaration. It hails the anti- 
war movement, attacks the democratic 
deficit that now exists at the heart of British 
politics and pledges itself to 11 policies rang- 
ing from opposition to the occupation of 
Iraq through to a call for the restoration of 
trade union rights. 

The summation of Respect’s policies 
comes at the end: “We want a world in which 
the democratic demands of the people are 
carried out; a world based on need not prof- 
it; aworld where solidarity rather than self- 
interest is the spirit of the age.” 

Or to put it another way, we want a world 
in which the words socialism, revolution, 
capitalism, class struggle and the centrali- 
ty of working class politics, are not men- 
tioned. We want a world in which we can 
set away with presenting the electorate with 
vague policies combined with nice values 
in the hope that we can win quite a few 
protest votes and at the very least get some- 
one elected courtesy of proportional rep- 
resentation. 

It all reads like a version of John Lennon's 
song Jmagine, but stripped of his poetic vision. 


ANSWERS 

Every one of the 11 pledges begs a series 
of questions that the Declaration does not 
even attempt to answer. 

It wants an end to the war and occupa- 
tion in Iraq — good. How and when? It does 
not tell us. Does it want the troops with- 
drawn now? In six months? Two years? Does 
it want the UN to replace them? Silence. 

It wants to bring back into “democratic 
public ownership the railways and other 
public services”. By definition the “other 
public services” are already in public hands! 
Does it mean the steel industry? The mines? 
Telecommunications? Your guess is as good 
as Ours. 

And would a Respect government com- 
pensate the bosses for them? Would it 
expropriate them? Would it place them under 
workers’ control? Would it take over the 
banks? Silence again. 

This is an economic policy that a Labour 
loyalist could tear to shreds in minutes. And 
in an election there will be quite a few of 
them around ensuring that Respect activists 
don’t get let off the hook because they, are 
part of a “new movement”. 

On education the Declaration has no pol- 
icy on grants or top up fees; on the NHS it 
does not even mention Foundation Hospi- 
tals. It refers to the rights of refugees but 
does not come out against immigration con- 
trols. It is against “the destruction of the 
environment” but does not advocate a sin- 
gle measure to prevent that destruction. 

This vagueness runs throughout the dec- 
laration and is deliberate. The less clear you 
are the fewer people who are put off, goes 
the argument. Keep it as broad as possible 
and we will get more votes. 

But what happens when these questions 
are asked, on TV, at public meetings or on the 
doorstep? The answer would seem to be that 
George Galloway and any other “personali- 
ties” the coalition is able to attract can say 
whatever they like, but ifa revolutionary tries 
to give a revolutionary answer they will be 











- - a eS | : ~ taken to task for going “too far too fast”. That, 


at least, is how it has worked in all of the 
rallies and meetings held so far to drum up 
support for this project. 

The only policy on which the manifesto 
is specific is on the Euro — joining would “out- 
law government deficit spending”. Just as 
well we have Gordon Brown championing 
deficit spending then! And what is socialist 
about deficit spending anyway — if you tax the 
rich sufficiently you don’t have deficits. 

Joining the Euro will, we are told, “rein- 
force the drive to privatise and deregulate the 
economy”. Doesn’t this drive come, above all 
from Blair, who is always trying to blud- 
geon the Europeans to follow Britain’s exam- 


For Galloway himself the 
populist project has three 
uses. First, it enables him to 
maintain a base from which 
he can carry on his political 
career... Second, it is a means 
of putting pressure on his 
friends in the Labour Party 

to push ahead with their 
campaign to “reclaim the 
party”... Lastly, and this is 
very much his third choice, it 
could become a party in which 
he would be a key leader - 

an old style Labour Party 





George Galloway 


For a workers’ party 


Workers Power urges all its readers to support the 
following resolution which we will try to get onto 
the agenda of the 25 January Respect convention: 


“We welcome the convening of a forum to discuss the formation of an alternative 
political organisation to New Labour. In our opinion we need a working class party 
fighting for working class interests. Labour's agenda of privatisation, racism and 
war are the product of its support for capitalist big business. We need a working 
class party that is anti-capitalist if we are to mount successful resistance to 
privatisation, racism and war. To this end we call on the organisers of today’s 
convention to elect a steering committee charged with: 

@ Launching a campaign in every town and city to build a new working class party, 
paying particular attention to winning trade union support for such a project. 

@ To organise a fully democratic discussion of the policies such a party should be 
formed on, with no restrictions on the rights of participating organisations or 
members to put forward and canvass support for the policies they believe such a 
party should adopt. 

@ To assess whether or not such a party could be launched in April, with a fully 
democratic conference deciding its policy and with local organisations 
democratically selecting its candidates for the Euro and GLA elections. 

@ To convene a policy conference in April of all members and participating 
organisations to determine an action programme for the Euro and GLA elections in 
the event that the committee decides that it is impossible to launch a party anda 
manifesto based on an adopted party programme.” 


www.workerspower.com 
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ple? The authors clearly are suffering from 
a bad case of anti-European xenophobia. 

The policies are not as blatently pro-cap- 
italist than the original manifesto issued by 
George Monbiot (liberal journalist) and 
Salma Yaqoob (Muslim anti-war activist). 
This appeared at the beginning of the back- 
room negotiations that have characterised 
Respect’s emergence (see Workers Power 
280). Nevertheless, the new manifesto stops 
well short of being socialist by any stretch 
of the imagination. 

The only way to achieve the world of 
peace, democracy and need before profit 
that the authors say they want is through 
socialism. Yet this word is not mentioned. 
Instead we get piety. The demands outlined 
in the manifesto do not take us anywhere 
near a serious conflict with capitalism 
and its state let alone towards a successful 
struggle to get rid of capitalism. 

And this evasiveness is conscious. It is 
designed to keep the door open to the middle 
Classes, the disaffected “conservatives, liber- 
als” as George Galloway has put it, and, 
especially, the Muslim community as a whole 
—rich and poor, worker and boss. Respect will 
be everything to everyone. As George Gal- 
loway himself put it in an interview with the 
Weekly Worker: “We want to rally people who 
are progressive, but perhaps might not define 
themselves a socialists yet.” 

Galloway is a reformist. For him “social- 
ism” is a series of reforms that gradually 
restricts and eventually replaces capitalism. 

So what is someone who is not “a social- 
ist yet”? A liberal. Maybe a very radical liber- 
al but one who wants to leave the market and 
private property intact. This kind of liberal- 
ism has a name — populism. 


POPULISM 

This brand of radicalism has a name — 
it is called populism. Its appeal is to the 
poor, the working class, the lower middle 
class and the more radical elements of the 


cies that are quite deliberately not class spe- 
cific. And the motivation of Galloway and 
the SWP in offering this new brand of pop- 
ulism is that they are desperate to translate 
into electoral gains what they achieved on 
the streets via the Stop the War Coalition. 
This is an attempt to transform that move- 
ment into a political formation. 

Given the breadth and diversity of that 
movement, clear working class-based 
policies, have to be excluded. Values take 
their place, and the hope is that by appear- 
ing on the electoral stage as the “anti-war 
party”, the coalition will be able to garner 
enough votes from disillusioned Labour sup- 
porters, as well as from Muslim communi- 
ties, to win a few seats. 

The problem is that, even if Respect did 
win a few seats, a populist organisation can- 
not and will not deal with the root causes of 
the ills it rails against capitalism. It will 
descend into internal conflict and will frag- 
ment — along class lines — when confront- 
ed by the class struggle between the two 
principal classes in society, the workers and 
the bosses. 

That is why, with the emergence ofa real 
divide in the labour movement between New 
Labour and a whole layer of militants out- 
raged by its attacks, the task of the hour is 
to rally thousands to a working class party. 
Such a party can be won to a revolution- 
ary programme for putting an end to the 
barbarity of war by putting an end to capi- 
talism itself. ; 

Respect is actually a step back from such 
a project. It is neither socialist nor working 
class. It will not appeal to working class mil- 
itants because it does not address their 
real concerns in its threadbare manifesto. 
It offers them no coherent alternative to the 
established wisdom of Labourite reformism. 
It offers them a bit of reformism, a bit of rad- 
icalism but no clear means of waging a fight 
for their elementary goals, let alone their 
historic ones. It is in fact a step back from 


professional classes. It maintains this appeal pe limited achievements of the now vir- 


through ensuring that its policiesare nét 
intrinsically tied to any one class: To the 
lower middle class it offers a fairer deal in 
commerce. To the working class pop- 
ulism offers rights so they can better pro- 
tect themselves against exploitation. To all 
it offers democracy, but does not give that 
democracy a class content. 

In other words, populism advances poli- 
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i torn apart by starvation, disease, poverty, 
environmental 


= energy is equivalent to greater humanity. For with 


nct and increasingly discredit- 
ed Socialist Alliance. + 

The SWP have long believed that their 
printshop, their ability to pay for a large 
number of full timers, their two thousand 
or so real members (and their few thousand 
fictional ones) make them “the party”. 
Any moves towards a real working class party 
embracing thousands of real working 





All history proves that the capitalists will never 
relinquish their property peacefully - to claim j 
otherwise in the age of ‘Shock and Awe’ is either 
hopeless naivety or wilful deception. There is only 
one way: their apparatus of state repression must 
be overthrown by force. The capitalists’ monopoly 
of military power - armies, police and security 
forces, prison systems, civil servants, judiciaries - 
must be smashed to pieces and replaced with the 
rule of the working people themselves. 

This can be done - the majority of humanity 
can cast off the tiny minority of parasites. It will 
take mass organisation, an unambiguous strategy 
and, when the hour strikes, courageous and ruthless 
action. 

Some may baulk at this, but the alternative to 
revolution is not decades of undisturbed peace. Basing 
a global civilisation on the empowerment of a few 
thousand and the impoverishment of six billion is fike 
lodging depth charges in the planetary core. Hf the 
logic of capitalism is left to unfold, our world will be 





















catastrophe, and war. 
in the struggle against capitalism, greater 







the suppression of our exploiters and an end to the 
tyranny of profit, human history can truly begin. 





class militants would put the self-perpetu- 
ating clique at the top of this operation 
out of business. 

That is why they blocked any moves in 
the Socialist Alliance towards a new party. 
And it is why they will aim to use the new 
coalition as a means of recruiting to “the 
party” ie their party, rather than as a step 
towards a real one. It suits them fine because 
it is based on a bigger and potentially broad- 
er united front (especially if the Commu- 
nist Party of Britain come on board) that 
they can use as a fish pond. 

For Galloway himself the populist pro- 

ject has three uses. First, it enables him to 
maintain a base from which he can carry on 
his political career. As Ken Livingstone 
has proved, having such a base is the best 
way of getting back into the Labour Party 
and continuing your career. 
“Second, it is a means of putting pressure 
on his friends in the Labour Party to push 
ahead with their campaign to “reclaim the 
party”. If he gains a Euro seat, so he reasons, 
it will embolden the union bureaucrats and 
anti-Blair MPs to move against Blair and re- 
establish an old Labour Party more wel- 
coming to him. 

Lastly, and this is very much his third 
choice, it could become a party in which he 
would be a key leader — an old style Labour 
Party that could rally sufficient union and 
labour movementsupport to make it a going 
concern. As he put it: “In less than a year 
from June, in less than two years from now, 
we will be able to say definitely one way or 
the other about the fight to reclaim Labour. 
Then the question of a party will be very 
sharply posed.” 

Why on earth should the workers and 
youth who have risen up against Blair's war, 
who have waged strikes against Blair’s 
attacks in the post, the fire service, the 
rail, the civil service, local government and 
elsewhere wait for up to 18 months to decide 
whether to build what they desperately need 
now —a working class alternative to Blair? 
And why should their need for such a 
party be held back by the sectarian calcu- 
lations of the SWP or the career consider- 
ation of George Galloway? 

They should take this whole business out 
of the hands of these self-appointed “lead- 
ers” and use the meeting on 25 January to 
assert the need for a working class party. 
Working class militants need to put on the 
agenda of this “convention” the call for 
the formation of a workers’ party in the here 
and now. They should fight for a process 
which is transparent and democratic so that 
all can have their say, so that the revolu- 
tionaries can put forward without restraint 
their arguments for a party committed to 
the overthrow of capitalism and the estab- 
lishment of working class power. 

The involvement of leading trade union- 
ists, like Bob Crow of the RMT and Mark 
Serwotka of the PCS, should be a signal to 
militants in these and other unions to flood 
the convention with calls for a workers’ 
party. For only such a party will really be 
able to challenge Blair at the polls, and on 
the streets, the picket lines and in the com- 
munities on a day-to-day basis. 

And we should demand that this is what 
these leaders fight for at the convention. Any- 
thing else will be a betrayal of the cause of 
the trade union movement's historic break 
with liberalism over 100 years ago —the cause 
of working class political independence. For 
that is the one cause that—as presently con- 
stituted — this new coalition is not showing 
any respect for. 

See the back page for an alternative 
to the Respect declaration. 
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; indeed “a democratic deficit at the heart of politics in Britain” - 
Declaration emerged is a symptom of it not a solution to & 
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he guns, mortars and rifles that 
pened fire in 1914 shattered 
not only the lives and limbs of a 
generation of young soldiers. 
The Second (Socialist) Interna- 
tional itself collapsed under fire. 

The major “socialist” parties, the Ger- 
man Social Democrats (SPD), the Austri- 
an Socialists, the British Labour Party and 
French Socialists, pledged their loyalty 
to their own ruling classes. They enthu- 
siastically urged the workers of their coun- 
tries to support the imperialist carnage in 
the name of “defending the fatherland”. 

In place of internationalism they urged 
“patriotism”. In place of class struggle they 
urged support for the national war efforts 
and voted for war credits to the capitalist 
governments. In place of solidarity they 
urged workers to shoot their brothers and 
sisters in other countries. 

This betrayal had been long prepared 
by the reformist leaders. The great parties 
of the Second International had of course 
declared their opposition to war, even as 
late as the 1912 Basle Congress. But the 
resolutions turned out to be a facade of fine 
words. What lay behind them were bureau- 
cratic apparatuses that had already made 
their peace with capitalism and set their 
sights on steady reform within it rather 
than a struggle to overthrow it. 

But almost immediately a socialist 
opposition arose, small at first, that 
opposed both the war and the Social Demo- 
cratic leaders’ capitulation to the imperi- 
alist warmongers. This opposition did not 
emerge suddenly and out of nowhere. A 
left wing had been developing inside the 
Second International to counter its drift 
towards reformism, not only around the 
question of war but on almost every aspect 
of Marxism, from theory through to strat- 
egy and tactics in the class struggle. 

The left wing of the Russian social 
democrats, the Bolsheviks, joined with the 
left of the German SPD, led by Rosa Lux- 
emburs, to fight this opportunist trend. 
As early as the Stuttgart Congress of 1907, 
where the fight against war was a major 
issue, Lenin commented: “the remarkable 
and sad feature was that the German Social 
Democracy, which hitherto had always 
upheld the revolutionary standpoint in 
Marxism, proved to be unstable, or took 
an opportunist stand.” Even so, the 
speed and extent of the collapse into “social 
patriotism” in August 1914 shocked Lenin 
and the left of the International. 

In response the Bolsheviks issued a 
statement in September 1914, accompa- 
nied by an article by Lenin that outlined 
a revolutionary position on the war. It char- 
acterised the war as imperialist and 
declared that it “had placed on the order 
of the day the slogan of socialist revolu- 
tion.” It called on the workers to turn 
this imperialist war into a “civil war” 
against their own rulers. 

Lenin wrote: “The second internation- 
al is dead overcome by opportunism. Down 
with opportunism, and long live the Third 
International ...To the Third Internation- 
al falls the task of organising a revolu- 
tionary onslaught against the capitalist 
governments, for civil war against the bour- 
geoisie in all countries for the capture of 
political power, for the triumph of social- 
ism.” 

In September 1915 the Italian and Swiss 
socialists convened an anti-war conference 
that met at Zimmerwald, Switzerland. The 
gathering included not just the left but also 
a “centre” current of socialists. This group- 
ing opposed the war from a pacifist per- 
spective and resolutely opposed Lenin’s 
call to break completely with the oppor- 
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Stuart King explains how the revolutionary turmoil that engulfed 
Europe during the closing stages of World War One led to the 
formation of the Communist or Third International 


tunists of the Second International whoum 
he stimatised as “social partiots”. 

The majority at Zimmerwald voted to 
reject the Bolshevik position of turning the 
imperialist war into a civil war. After a series 
of stormy debates, the Bolsheviks eventu- 
ally voted for the declaration against the 
war that came out of the conference. 
They saw it as “a call to struggle” anda first 
step. They established a Zimmerwald 
Left, which issued its own statements along- 
side the majority and acted as an organis- 
ing centre for the revolutionaries. 

As Trotsky later noted: “In Zimmerwald 
Lenin was tightening up the spring of future 
international action. In a Swiss mountain 
village he was laying the cornerstone of the 
revolutionary International.” 

The Zimmerwald movement, as it came 
to be called, rallied increasing support as 
the horror of the war hit home. Along with 
the Italians and the Swiss, other important 
forces, including the Norwegian Labour 
Party, the Swedish Left Social Democrats, 
the British Independent Labour Party 
and of course the German left came over 
to the movement. Karl Liebknecht and Otto 
Ruhle, both Social Democratic members 
of the German parliament, had broken with 
the party's leadership and were using their 
parliamentary positions to denounce the 
war and mobilise opposition. On Mayday 
1916, 50,000 Berlin workers demonstrat- 
ed against war and for socialism. 


THE RUSSIAN REVOLUTIONS 


The opposition to the war was given an 
enormous boost by the two revolutions in 
Russia in 1917. The October revolution espe- 
cially, which brought the Bolsheviks to power 
and led to the withdrawal of Russia from the 
war, raised the standard of working class 
internationalism and inspired workers every- 
where to join the revolt. 

By January 1918 mass strikes, with 
munitions workers to the fore, spread 
across Austria, Poland, Hungary and Ger- 
many. Two million workers were involved. 


These strikes were contained but in Novem- 
ber the German fleet at Kiel mutinied. 
Workers’ and soldiers councils sprang up 
throughout Germany, the Kaiser abdicat- 
ed and power fell into the hands of the work- 
ers’ councils with the German Social 
Democrats at their head. 

The war had split German Social 
Democracy three ways. Rosa Luxemburg 
and Liebknecht had formed the German 
Spartakists, which became the German 
Communist Party (KPD) at the end of 1918. 

The social patriotic leaders had forced 
a split on the reluctant “centre”, as leaders 
like Kautsky and Hugo Haase moved to 
oppose the war in 1916. They formed the 
Independent Social Democratic Party 
(USPD), a centrist party that vacillated 
between reform and revolution, but one 
which grew to several hundred thousand 
members when the revolution broke out 
in Germany. The SPD itself, now firmly in 
the grip of the right, proceeded to become 
the hangman of the German revolution. 

In Austria too, the right-wing socialist 
leaders were placing themselves at the head 
of the mass movement that demanded an 

-end to war, empire and capitalism itself. 
And, as in Germany, their aim was to 
curb that movement, destroy its revolu- 
tionary potential and save capitalism. The 
Austrian socialist leader, Otto Bauer, 
explained this new counter-revolutionary 
role of social democracy with candid accu- 
racy: “The Social Democrats alone could 
put a stop to the stormy demonstration 
by means of negotiation and remonstrance. 
The Social Democracy alone could nego- 
tiate with the unemployed, could manage 
the People’s army, could restrain the mass- 
es from revolutionary adventures which 
might have been conducive to revolution. 
How deeply the bourgeois social order had 
been affected was best shown by the fact 
that the bourgeois governments, without 
the participation of Social Democrats had 
become an impossible proposition.” 

A leader of the right-wing German 





National People’s Party echoed Bauer’s 
analysis but from the vantage point of Ger- 
man big business: “A government without 
the Social Democrats during the next two 
to three years seems to me quite impossi- 
ble, since otherwise we shall stagger from 
general strike to general strike.” 

And so it proved to be. In Germany, Aus- 
tria and Hungary workers rose, formed sovi- 
ets and declared war on capitalism. In each 


case, notwithstanding the wealctiagge 


the revolutionary elements and the mis- 
takes they made, the principal determin- 
ing factor proved to be the old parties of the 
Second International. 

They joined multi-party, cross-class 
national governments. They took over 
police forces or supported monstrous para 
military forces, such as the German 
Freikorps of former soldiers, which 
marched through Germany smashing 
working class resistance and murdering 
working class fighters and leading Marx- 
ists such as Luxemburg and Liebnecht. 

Everywhere the reformists joined hands 
with the bourgeoisie and set about bru- 
tally crushing the international revolution 
that threatened capitalism across the whole 
of Europe. 

In the war the reformists were the 
recruiting sergeants for the capitalists. In 
the revolutions that followed the war 
they became its bought and paid for exe- 
cutioners, gunning down workers and rev- 
olutionary socialists. Reformism had 
demonstrated in practice that it was now 
not merely against revolution — it had 
become the bourgeoisie’s best means of 
smashing revolution. 

To counter the reformists, to provide 
leadership for the revolution, Lenin 
urged that a new International be created 
as quickly as possible. ; 

The Bolsheviks, now renamed the Russ- 
ian Communist Party, took the lead in con- 
vening a conference to found a third, Com- 
munist International. An appeal was 
broadcast by radio from Moscow on 24 
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December 1918. Lenin had proposed to 
invite all those groups and parties who 
wanted “to break with the social patri- 
ots”, who wanted the socialist revolution 
now and “stood for the dictatorship of the 
proletariat” and for soviet power. 

In practice, because of the continuing 
military action in parts of Europe and the 
widespread revolutionary turmoil few 
parties were able to assemble in Moscow for 
the founding congress, eventually convened 
in March 1919. Russia was being blockad- 
ed and attacked by the western armies of 
intervention. Only 35 voting delegates were 
present, as opposed to the hundreds at the 
Second International gatherings. Aside from 
the Russian Communists the most impor- 
tant parties represented were from Ger- 
many, Norway, Sweden and the Balkans. 

The assembly opened in early March 
under pictures not only of Marx and Engels 
but also of the martyred Rosa Luxemburg 
and Karl Liebknecht. Both had been mur- 
dered in January 1919 by troops brought 
into Berlin by the SPD government to:crush 
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an attempted rising by the Spartakists and 
the Berlin shop stewards’ movement. 

The German Communists, represented 
by Hugo Eberlein (the other delegate had 
been arrested before getting out of Ger- 
many) had already discussed the question 
of founding of the new international. While 
Luxemburg considered it “absolutely 
necessary” she and the party leadership, 
prior to her murder, had been against the 
conference declaring a new international 
immediately. The German Communists felt 
that a number of communist parties need- 
ed to be founded before an international 
could be proclaimed. 

Such was the Bolsheviks’ respect for the 
German party that, despite their firm belief 
that an international should be formed 
immediately, they agreed to make the con- 
ference a preliminary one, rather than a 
founding one. 

However, this initial decision was 
reversed when Gruber and his fellow Aus- 
trian delegate arrived after struggling for 
17 days to get to Moscow. A delegate later 
recalled “they had travelled on locomotives 
and on tenders, on springs and on cattle 
wagons, they had tramped, had got by trick- 
ery through the front lines of Petlioura and 
Polish bands...Gruber hardly takes time to 
wash and runs to the Kremlin to be the 
sooner among his comrades, to help raise 
the standard of a new, a third Interna- 
tional, truly revolutionary.” 

Gruber’s news of revolutionary upheaval 
across the disintegrating Austro-Hungar- 
ian empire and of workers’ and soldiers’ 
councils in Vienna electrified the pre- 
conference. A proposal was put to form the 
new International immediately. While Eber- 
lein abstained he promised to try to win the 
German Party round to the decision 
when he returned home. Every other del- 
egate voted to found the Communist Inter- 
national (Comintern) there and then. A new 
movement of global import was born. 

The decision to found the new inter- 
national was quickly confirmed as correct. 
Several large workers’ parties joined with- 
in months of the declaration — the Social- 
ist Party of Italy, the Norwegian Labour 
Party, the Bulgarian Party, the German 
Communists and so on. Three others, the 
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Delegates follow the advance of the Red Army into Poland 





French Socialist Party, the USPD and the 
British ILP, broke with the Second Inter- 
national and entered into discussions with 
the Third. 

In October 1919, the Danish Socialist 
Youth broke away from the parent party 
and affiliated to the Communist Interna- 
tional. A month later the delegates of 14 
revolutionary youth groups claiming 
300,000 members united in the Commu- 
nist Youth International. 

By contrast, the Second International 
convened in July 1919, was a flop. Of the 
major European countries only two — 
Britain and Germany — sent delegations. 
And its message to the world working class 
was to make peace with the capitalist 
warmongers, who had overseen four years 
of unprecedented carnage and to make war 
on revolutionary Russia. 


WORLD PARTY 


The Communist International was not 
simply a body that would pass resolutions 
and issue proclamations. It was to become 
a means for implementing them interna- 
tionally. It was to become a real world party, 
organising and directing action around the 
world. It was to become the first truly glob- 
al International of the working class. 

In this task, in just over a year, it was 
to prove enormously successful. When the 
Communist International convened on 
19th July 1920 for its second congress it 
was a very different and much stronger 
organisation. There were 217 delegates rep- 
resenting 67 parties and organisations from 
over 40 countries. 

The delegates to the Comintern’s second 
congress met for nearly three weeks, con- 
vening in the Throne Room of the Kremlin's 
imperial palace. In a side room delegates 
sometimes took catnaps in the former Tsar’s 
bed —it could hold five of them at a time! And 
the Tsar’s throne acted as a clothes tree, 
heaped with jackets and hats. 

In a smoking room nearby there was a 
large map of western Russia and Poland. 
Poland, encouraged by the French gov- 
ernment, had attacked the soviet Ukraine. 
With the attack having been repulsed, the 
delegates could track the progress of the 
Red Army as it struck back into Poland, 





arrows recording the advance towards War- 
saw and eventual defeat. 

But serious work was being done at the 
meeting, which in many ways was the 
real founding congress of the new Inter- 
national. 

The revolutionary upsurge had contin- 
ued across Europe as the impact of the post- 
war crisis was felt. A Hungarian soviet 
republic had come into being weeks after 
the first congress, in which the young com- 
munist party held power in alliance with 
the social democrats. 

The republic was drowned in blood as 
the imperialist allies armed the counter- 
revolution to crush it. A soviet republic 
formed in Bavaria in.1919 suffered a sim- 
ilar fate. In Italy in 1919-20 the government 
faced an accelerating crisis. Peasants occu- 
pied the land and the workers organised 
wave after wave of mass strikes. In April 
1920, the Turin workers declared a gener- 
al strike in defence of factory committees 
and occupied the factories. 

Once again Germany was the centre of 
attention. After the crushing blow deliv- 
ered to the Spartakists and the Berlin work- 
ers in early 1919 right-wing sections of the 
military overplayed their hand. The Kapp 
putsch of March 1920 ousted the SPD in 
Berlin and tried to establish a dictatorship. 
Only the resolute action by the SPD and 
USPD-led trade unions in declaring an 
indefinite strike saved the day. Faced with 
paralysis and growing armed clashes the 
coup was defeated and the workers’ move- 
ment emerged with renewed confidence. 

Opening the Second Congress, Zinoviev 
recalled his prediction at the founding con- 
gress that “all Europe would be soviet with- 
ina year’. “In reality’, he now said, “it would 
probably take not one year but two or three 
for all Europe to become a soviet republic”. 
This was not just empty rhetoric; the left 
was gaining strength across Europe. 

The capitalists faced ever-deeper politi- 
cal and economic crises, especially in the 
defeated countries as the victorious powers 
exacted economic and political revenge 
through the Versailles Peace Treaties. The 
manifestos of the first two congresses 
reflected this — it was the period of the offen- 
sive; soviet power was the order of the day. 

And the Second Congress was very 
much the war council of the revolution- 
aries to discuss, plan and execute this offen- 
sive. It was a real working body, which start- 
ed welding together the new forces that 
were being drawn to revolutionary com- 
munism under the impact of the Russian 
revolution. 

It fulfilled the promise of the First Con- 
gress, a promise summed up by Trotsky in 
his article of March 1919, Great Days: “The 
Tsars and priests — ancient rulers of the 
Moscow Kremlin — never, we must assume, 
had a premonition that within its grey walls 
would one day gather the representatives 
of the most revolutionary section of 
modern humanity. Yet this did occur ...The 
revolutions in Germany, Austria, Hungary, 
the tempestuous sweep of the soviet move- 
ment and of civil war, sealed by the mar- 
tyrdom of Karl Liebknecht, Rosa Luxem- 
burg and many thousands of nameless 
heroes, have demonstrated that Europe 
has no roads different to Russia. Unity in 
methods of struggle for socialism, disclosed 
in action, guaranteed ideologically the cre- 
ation of the Communist International and 
at the same time made it impossible to 
postpone the convocation of the Commu- 
nist congress. Today this congress con- 
venes within the Kremlin walls. We are 
witnesses to and participants in one of the 
greatest events in world history ...What a 
joy it is to live and fight in such times!” 


First congress session 


The First Congress develops 
the communist programme 


mong the resolutions passed by the First Congress was a set of Theses on 
fA 2320 Democracy and the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. In these theses, 
introduced and written by Lenin, the Russian Communists tried to distil some of 
the lessons of soviet democracy and explain why it was superior to parliamentary 
democracy. 

This was a vitally important question. Soviets (workers’ and soldiers’ councils) were 
being formed right across Germany and Austria, as well as in new states like Hungary. 

The German Social Democrats were denouncing the Bolsheviks as anti-democrats for 
disbanding the Russian Constituent Assembly in 1918 and handing all power to the 
soviets. They were trying to weaken or disband the workers’ councils in Germany by 
convening a National Assembly. The SPD leadership had declared in the midst of the 
November 1918 revolution, “All power to the councils of workers’ and soldiers’ deputies? 
No. We reject the idea of the dictatorship of one class if the majority of the people are 
not behind that class.” 

The theses replied to such wilful misconceptions, “it is not a question of 
‘dictatorship in general’ but of the dictatorship of the oppressed class, i.e. the 
proletariat, over its oppressors and exploiters...History teaches us that no oppressed 
class ever did, or could, achieve power without going through a period of dictatorship 
i.e. the conquest of political power and the forcible suppression of resistance always 
offered by the exploiters, a resistance that is most furious and stops at nothing.” 

They also attacked the ideas being put forward by the USPD leaders that somehow 
workers’ councils and the National Assembly could co-exist “peacefully” together. This 
was actually a project designed to rescue the bourgeoisie’s power base while gutting the 
councils of any real power. 

The Congress Manifesto, written and moved by Trotsky, declared: “Our task is to 
generalise the revolutionary experience of the working class, to cleanse the movement 
of the disintegrating admixture of opportunism and social patriotism.” This was true 
throughout the period of the revolutionary Comintern, as the Communist International 
came to be known. 

The first congress also debated its attitude towards other socialist currents. It 
recognised, without hesitation, the true nature and role of the reformist social 
chauvinists. Events had revealed this all too clearly. Perhaps more important was the 
attitude it adopted to those socialists who wished to keep a foot in both camps - the so 
called centre. 

It opened the door of the new International to these forces, but it did so on the basis 
of calling on them to break decisively with the Second International and to declare 
unambiguously in favour of soviet power. And, in its Manifesto, it made clear that this 
was no purely “theoretical” question. The fight for soviet power was now the task of 
the hour: 

“Socialist criticism has sufficiently denounced the bourgeois world order. The task 
of the international Communist Party is to overthrow this system and construct in its 
place the socialist order.” 

The experiences of the Bolshevik party and the successful tactics it developed were 
little known to the masses now rallying to communism and the Third International. The 
role of soviets and soviet power, revolutionary strategy in situations of dual power, the 
opposition to workers’ representatives entering radical governments, the use of the 
united front in the struggle for power, developing a revolutionary approach to national 
self-determination in multi-national states, communist principles in relation to war and 
proletarian tactics to break up the bourgeois armed forces - all these questions had 
been addressed by the Bolsheviks in the course of three revolutions, dating from 1905, 
and a successful insurrection. 

The strategy and tactics needed to be generalised and developed in the debates and 
resolutions of the new Communist International and to become a guide to action for the 
national communist parties. The next three congresses of the Comintern set about 
performing this task. 
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WaAnticapitalist movement 
The ESF is coming to London 


The European Social Forum is likely to come to London this year. If it does, it will be a major event in working 
class and progressive politics in Britain. Preparatory assemblies have already begun to discuss its viability and 
organisation. Jeremy Dewar outlines the key debates taking place 


ne hundred and fifty repre- 

sentatives of various organisa- 

tions from across Europe met 

in the City Hall, London on 13- 

14 December for the first 
preparatory assembly for the 2004 Euro- 
pean Social Forum. A wide variety of 
trade unions from Britain and the conti- 
nent, NGOs, local and national social 
forums, and political organisations par- 
ticipated ina lively — indeed at times stormy 
— debate. The presence of militants and rep- 
resentatives from the RMT, Unison, TGWU 
and was a big step forward and their con- 
tributions added a note of practicality 
into the proceedings. 

The good news was that the ESF has 
managed to push the European trade 
unions and mass reformist parties into 
action. In 2002, the Florence ESF initiat- 
ed the call for co-ordinated international 
anti-war demonstrations, which led to mil- 
lions taking to the streets on 15 February. 
Last year the Paris ESF endorsed a cam- 
paign for a continental day of action against 
the European wide neoliberal attacks such 
as cuts in pensions, welfare cuts, privati- 
sation, anti-union legislation. Thanks main- 
ly to the efforts of the German social forums 
and activists in Europe’s largest and most 
important union, IG Metall, the Euro- 
pean TUC has been pushed into calling two 
days of action: 2 and 3 April. 

This represents an important forward. 
It is the first time the ETUC has called for 
days of action. It is also a demonstration 
of the strength of the social forces gather- 
ing behind the ESF, attempting to use it 
to launch Europe wide actions. 

However, the reaction of the ESF to this 
call also points to one of the key weak- 
nesses of the movement. The internation- 
al preparatory assembly on 14th to 15th 
December, a consensus resolution noted the 
fact that the ETUC had called for actions on 
2-3 April but did not endorse it. This was 
the result of objections made by the Ital- 


sense to. suggest that workers have already 
“seen through” their elected leaders and 
that to support such actions would be prop- 
ping up these leaders. Quite the opposite, 
we should push these leaders further, argu- 
ing for strikes on Fri 2 April. And it would 
be rank sectarianism to boycott such days 
of action. British representatives from the 
RMT and Unison indicated that their unions 
will press the TUC in Britain to support it. 
They pointed out just how important this 
day could be for drawing in the unions 
into the ESF movement. 


However, the social forum rule that deci- - 


sions can only be made by consensus meant 
that the Italian “alternative” unions were 
able to veto the assembly’s overwhelming 
majority who wanted to support the call and 
build it from below. 

The movement must rapidly discover a 
method of facing and resolving differences 
over tactics — not fudging them in the name 
of consensus. Such a method exists: it’s called 
voting. Supporters of the World Social 
Forum Charter (the Porto Alegre principles), 
which outlaws voting at the various social 
forums, claim that voting will split the move- 
ment. But trade unions have voted for more 
than 100 years; they have needed to because 
unions have to take action. Parties do the 
same. If the ESF is not to become an empty 
talking shop, paralysed when it comes to 
action, it too must take votes on disputed 
policies and actions. 


DISAGREEMENTS 

The sharpest disagreements came from 
within the UK “movement”. The latter term 
has to be put in inverted commas because 
no united forums for debate or action 
exist either on a local or a national scale. 
The arguments reflected the deep suspicion 
among independent activists that they were 
being manipulated by the Socialist Work- 
ers Party. 

The SWP likes to claim that Globalise 
Resistance represents the movement in 


ian rank and file union ¥épresentatives from! ©Britain but everyone knows that this has 


Cobas and SinCobas. They objected to any 
declaration of support for the ETUC call as 
this would sow illusions in the ETUC. 

It is ultraleft-indeed sectarian— non- 





Workers Power proposes a radical 
reorientation of the way the ESF is 
structured. 


become a shrivelled front organisation. In 
addition the SWP strictly abides by the reac- 
tionary ban on parties — also imposed by the 
Porto Alegre principles. SWP members 


communist/socialist?) 


@ Do we need parties, what sort of parties, an 
international party of social revolution? 


appear with their GR masks on. The-pafty 
ban is a double offence to democracy because 
it infringes not only the rights of mem- 
bers of political parties, without which 
this movement would not even exist, but 
the right of the many non-party activists to 
know who is really speaking to them. This 
only fuels such suspicions of non-party 
activists, some of it justified but much of 
it sheer paranoia and anti-party phobia. 

It is noteworthy that whenever the speak- 
ers from the League for the Fifth Interna- 
tional and other organisations denounced 


-this ban no one defended it or tried to 


enforce it. Good! But only lack of political 
courage can explain why prominent mem- 
bers of the SWP (and the French Ligue Com- 
muniste Revolutionnaire) do not defy this 
doubly undemocratic provisions. Their meek 
behaviour has not prevented the right wing 


df Attac-from witch hunting both of them. 


It did not take long for the first and most 
heated debate to erupt from within the 
“British delegation”. The London and Man- 
chester Social Forums have been bitterly 
opposed to holding the ESF in 2004 and in 
London. These forums are in fact very small 
bodies mainly dominated by libertarian indi- 
viduals, deeply hostile to the SWP and seek- 
ing to thwart what they clearly believe is a 
conspiracy, hatched with London Mayor Ken 
Livingstone, to ensure that the ESF exclud- 
ed them. 

The point of contention was the viabili- 
ty of holding the ESF in London —the most 
privatised capital in Europe with the most 
rabid pro-Bush and neoliberal government 
in Europe. The Labour London councils are 
totally Blairite and will be far more hostile 
to the ESF than Chirac was! 

The cost of putting on the ESF in Paris 
was 5 to 6 million euros. But much finan- 
cial support (3 million euros) came from 
local, regional and even national govern- 
ment funds. The same was the case in 
Italy. In both cases the local authorities 
opened schools and sporting facilities to pro- 
vide sleeping accommodation. This will be 
highly unlikely in London. 

Mayoral officials, present at the assem- 
bly, had costed putting on the event at a big 
single venue such as Alexandra Palace, at 


(i) illustrate the experience of struggle and 
draw lessons 
(ii) suggest and debate policies and where 


between £500,000 and £750,000. With inter- 
pretation equipment and all other facilities, 
the cost overall would be up to £1.5 million. 
While a number of unions are likely to 
give some financial support, this too will be 
limited. Clearly a massive campaign of fund 
raising will be necessary. The final decision 
on the venue will now be finally taken on 6- 
7 March at the next European preparatory 
assembly, also to be held in London. The 
mayoral team will meanwhile produce a 
report on its financial viability. 


AGENDA 

There will be another UK assembly on 
24 January. In the meantime working groups 
have been set up to discuss the programme 
of the meeting, practicalities, culture, 
expanding participation, and the future ESF 
and Social Movements’ Assembly process. 
There was widespread support for the idea 
— put forward by the League for the Fifth 
International —that the seminars should be 
organised by networks of activists, cam- 
paigns and other organisations already at 
work in various fields, and that there urgent- 
ly needs to be a mechanism whereby pro- 
posals for action and policies, which emanate 
from discussions at these seminars, can be 
put to the Assembly of Social Movements 
(see below for our proposals that we put out 
at the meeting). 

Both in the working group on expand- 
ing participation and in the plenary sessions, 
the SWP resisted all attempts to promote 
local social forums across the UK. Yet, 
how else can the ESF become a real living 
movement in Britain, unless it has local 
units which can enjoy lively debates on all 
the issues of the movement, and unite to 
take common action against council 
housing sell-offs, education and health cuts, 
privatisation, racist anti-asylum laws, and 
so on? 

Indeed, without some kind of local forum 
—call them mobilising committees, people’s 
assemblies or even Stop the War Coalition 
subgroups if necessary — how can even the 
victories of the ESF like the ETUC-backed 
April days of action, be followed through? 
The British TUC will most likely ignore it 
unless there is organised pressure from 


What we are fighting for in the ESF 


Summer Assembly is necessary. 





below to make it happen. 

It was clear from the contributions of 
many of the prominent trade unionists at 
the assembly that this is precisely what they 
want from the movement. Alex Gordon 
from the Bristol RMT and its national exec- 
utive and Kenny Bell from Newcastle Uni- 
son have shown their willingness to build 
local social forums. Workers Power intends 
to work with them and others in 2004 to 
ensure that, by the time of the London ESF, 
there will be an anti-capitalist movement 
in Britain. If you agree with all or any of the 
proposals we are fighting for, contact us and 
work alongside us. 





The arrangements for the spaces should be 


left to coalitions of organisations to meet and 


We suggest a smaller proportion of the time 
(the evenings only) are devoted to a number of 
big rales of plemanes. 

They should be imnited to the main issues of 
GeSet= centring on the polimes to be adopted 
on ciiical sswes of struggle amc smould Be 
corfimec tc 2 Se Swe or Tree) speamers for 
courte poset posmors. 

The piemanes row Getate suc ssues 2 
@ ~~ TSeture Of De Tee Woe Sis” ac ts 
Teisnonsp to @odeiksator. 

@ To strugge for state power or to dissolve 
Sa powet 

® Local anc Gecentraiised ecomomy or 
fenmocsticaly centrakksed plannung. 

@ The retetion of elections, and “direct action” 
2 TS ST uoge = 2 wt Oe 

@ % Tuma Captaism™ or adoksh & 
ear g Souwon 


The rest (Le. the great majority) of the 
meetings should be grouped together in 
themes or around spaces: 

@ The struggle against imperialism and war. 

@ The struggle for women’s and gay liberation. 
@ The struggie of youth. 

@ The struggle against state and far right 
communities of Europe. 

@ Labow and the world of work. 

@ The struggle to Merete Latin America, Africa 
and Asia - the global south - from the 
corporate exploiters and the imperialist states. 
@ The struggie to save the environment. 

@ Parties, movements, internationals and the 
struggle against capitalism. 

In each of these the aim would be - well 
before the forum - to get coalitions of the 
activist organisations to run their own space, to 
organise meetings, exhibitions, workshops, 
films and so on to 


possible agree on courses of action 

(iii) create links, networks of mutual 

assistance. 

Lastly, as in Paris, there should be self- 
organised fringe meetings. 

Instead of the variably sized and differently 
composed roving preparatory assemblies and a 
not very transparent inner core of organisers, a 
small international committee should be 
elected by an assembly to meet in the new year 
- a Winter Assembly. 

This should of course be transparent in its 
discussions, which should be minuted with all 
proposals and documents produced by it or 
submitted to it to be put up on the website. A 
web forum for debate in various languages 
should be maintained. The plenary debate 
proposals should be brought to an assembly in 
the Spring and agreed by vote. The Spring 
Assembly should re-elect the international 
organising committee and decide on whether a 


decide on. 

One whole day - the Saturday - should be 
devoted to the Assembly of the Social 
Movements (ASM). A co-ordination should meet 
every day of the forum to assemble proposals 
for debate (composited wherever possible) and 
adoption by the ASM. 

As a minimum, there should be a debate on 
the Porto Alegre principles and the proposal to 
change those which forbid decision making or 
voting. 

The ESF should be timed to coincide with 
half-term (usually the end of October), with full 
creche facilities provided. This will aid the 
participation of school students, parents and 
teachers. 

It is also a good time to mobilise college 
students before the rigour of exams and 
coursework sets in. 
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Globalise Resistance: 





an obstacle to the development 


of the anticapitalist movement 





Jeremy Dewar was a member of the Globalise Resistance steering group for two and a half years. 
He resigned from the group in December. Below we print his resignation letter 


t is with some regret that | am resigning 

from Globalise Resistance and its steering 

group after two and a half years of 

service. The reasons for this are entirely 

political. The current course of the 
Socialist Workers Party and, therefore, it has to 
be said, of Globalise Resistance is, | believe, 
fundamentally flawed. 

At the heart of my disagreements with the 
SWP over the direction of the anti-capitalist 
movement lies the need to build open, 
democratic and fighting social forums in 
- Britain. 


Background 

We have an enormous challenge in 2004. If 
we get it right, we will build a mass 
anticapitalist movement in the UK, involving 
workers, youth, unions, NGOs. If we get it 
wrong, despite the hundreds of thousands - 
millions - who have mobilised against the war, 
we will remain weak and divided. 

The 20 November demo in London was a 
very significant event. About a quarter of a 
million people demonstrated - on a weekday - 
against Bush. School and college strikes 
boosted the proportion of youth on the demo, 
giving it a very young character. Bush was 
clearly seen by those carrying the thousands 
of home-made banners and placards, as the 
embodiment not just of aggressive militarism, 
but of corporate plunder, environmental 
destruction, oppression of the global south... in 
other words, CAPITALISM. This was Britain's 
biggest anticapitalist and anti-imperialist demo 
ever. 

Yet the SWP continue to say that now is not 
the time to build local social forums. 


The SWP's false arguments 

it is not a valid argument to simply point to 
the FALSE social forums like the London Social 
Forum as sufficient reason not to build REAL 
ones (i.e. ones with real social forces like 
unions, community campaigns, youth 
organisations, political groups, and so on, ones 
which organise action and solidarity, not just 
talk about idealised processes). By the way, the 
Manchester People’s Assembly/Social Forum 
got off to an impressive start and the Cardiff 
Social Forum still does involve real forces and 
initiate real campaigns; so, it’s not such a black 
and white picture as the SWP paints. 

Nor is it enough to think only in terms of 
mobilising these diverse forces into an 
electoral challenge (i.e. RESPECT). Elections - 
however important they may be in publicising a 
bold anticapitalist programme, and counting 
the support it can win - are only a part, and a 
subordinate part at that, of building 
organisations - social forums, militant trade 
unions, a party - to take on capitalism on all 
fronts and eventually overthrow it. 

Elections are only a tactic - and by no 
means the most effective one - in the 
anticapitalist struggle. And what happens the 
day after the elections? Social forums can lay 
the basis for and build on electoral success. 

The SWP claims that social forums must 
develop organically and, until then, we must 
build Globalise Resistance. There are two 
problems with this approach. 


Can Globalise Resistance be built? 


Firstly, Globalise Resistance cannot simply 
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grow and absorb all those that want to get 
organised in the anticapitalist movement. 

GR is widely perceived as a front 
organisation for the SWP. Largely because this 
is the truth. Look at the facts: 

* GR has only about 1.000 members (mostly 
passive) after a series of enormous launch 
meetings (Jan-Feb 2001) and 3 years of high- 
profile (at least in the media) activity. In all 
probability, the great majority of these are 
SWP members, too. 

¢ GR has no organised, functioning base, 
outside of a few campuses and towns, and the 
steering committee. 

* The steering committee does not ‘steer’ 
GR; no votes are taken; in theory, we can take 
votes, decide on who represents GR, what GR's 
policies and priorities are, etc. The SWP is the 
largest and most centralised force on the 
steering committee, as well as the force in 
control of the apparatus of GR. It effectively 
makes policy for, takes decisions on behalf of, 
and is the public face of GR (e.g. Jonathan 
Neal, Chris Nineham and Alex Callinicos are 
invariably the speakers for GR whenever the 
meeting is important). 

° As aresult, distrust of GR is widespread - 
from Attac (France), the NGOs and the London 
Social Forum on the right, through to the 
anarchists and libertarians on the left. Now 
Workers Power, the only other political 
organisation that has sought to build GR, has 
left it. 

The SWP claims that 2003 was atypical. The 
strength of the Stop the War Coalition meant 
that there was little room to build GR. This is 
nonsense. The anti-war movement provided the 
basis from which to build anticapitalist social 
forums (hence the vote at the second People’s 
Assembly to do so, a vote disgracefully 
sidelined by the chair of the meeting). Nor will 
2004 be different. StWC will be central in the 





build up to 20th March, and from there on the 
RESPECT coalition, in the run-up to (and 
possibly after) the June elections, will ‘crowd 
out’ GR again. 


Can social forums be built? 

But, according to the SWP, there is no 
alternative until social forums develop 
organically. What does this mean? 

For the SWP, it means refusing to initiate a 
campaign for social forums; waiting for others 
to take the lead. And by “others” they mean 
those forces in the movement to the right of 
the SWP, like the trade union officials and the 
NGOs. | predict that the SWP will only turn to 
building local social forums when these forces 
start to build them from above. Where this has 
happened elsewhere (like Stuttgart, Germany) 
this has resulted in weak, reformist-dominated 
social forums, not the vibrant ones that have 
emerged out of rank and file initiatives from 
below. So will it in Britain if the right wing is 
afforded a privileged, leadership role in 
advance of any movement from the base. 

Of course, the campaign to build local - and 
a national - social forums should involve 
collaboration with all other progressive social 
movements: the Stop the War Coalition, the 
unions, political groups, community campaigns, 
youth initiatives, environmentalists, ethnic 
minority organisations, faith groups, and so on. 


The revolutionary left and the mass 
movement 

And this is precisely what Workers Power 
will be concentrating our forces on in 2004. In 
this fight, the SWP (and, therefore, GR) will 
inevitably be on the opposite side because it is 
mesmerised by one fact alone. This is NOT that 
the SWP is by far the largest single far left 
group in Britain, but that the SWP is 
numerically extremely weak in comparison with 


the British movement. How can a few thousand 
SWP activists ensure that the self-proclaimed 


. revolutionary party (the SWP) makes a 


qualitative breakthrough from the 
anticapitalist/anti-war movement? This is the 
question from which the SWP's tactical 
considerations proceed. 

It means that the SWP is obsessed with 
keeping the right wing of the movement on 
board at any cost - even at the cost of the 
base of the movement being shut out of 
decision-making (hence, now is not the time to 
challenge the Porto Alegre principles) and the 
insistance on top-down structures (StWC, GR, 
RESPECT). 

As arevolutionary communist myself, | can 
find no complaint at wanting a revolutionary 
party to grow in the current period. However, | 
do not see this as the result of various 
manoeuvres against the interests of the 
movement itself. On the contrary, open, 
democratic social forums can and must 
become the base organisations of the 
movement. Only these can draw in ALL the 
anticapitalist and anti-imperialist forces in a 
dynamic way. 

Will this force the right wing to split? Is & 
essential that the left wing limits what it says 
for the sake of unity? Certainly, the right wing 
has not and will stop provocatively putting 
forward its demands for the movement - and 
we have not walked out because of that. If 
certain people choose to leave because of 
mass, democratic social forums, organised on 2 
local, national and international level, then so 
be it. But the democratic deficit in our 
movement cannot be the price of unity. 


‘i The League-forithe Fifth International, and 
. orit's British section Workers Power, is committed 


to this perspective precisely because we 
believe our proposals meet the needs of the 
movement in the period immediately ahead. 
We believe that, if the movement does not 
raise itself to the level of a new iighting 
organisation, a major battle against the EU and 
US offensive could be lost; the movement could 
be thrown back. 

We do not fear the discrepancy between our 
size and the goal that we set ourselves. On the 
contary, we believe that one of the burning 
issues of the day is to democratise the 
European (and World) Social Forum by tearing 
up the ban on political parties and majority 
voting and making it accountable to delegates 
from local and national social forums. We 
believe that this movement has all the social 
forces needed, all the courage and 
determination too, to found a new, world party 
of anti-capitalism, a fifth International. 

Not only, does this perspective provide a 
bigger, more honest and bolder picture of what 
can be achieved than the SWP’s manoeuvrings 
and backroom deals, it is also incompatible 
with Globalise Resistance, which acts (or rather, 
the SWP acts in Globalise Resistance’s name) 
to thwart the progressive way forward for the 
movement. 


@ Build social forums in every city, town and 
metropolitan borough! For a UK social forum! 

@ Challenge the ban on democratic voting and 
the ban on political parties! 

@ Forward to a new world party of social 
revolution, a fifth international! 


January 200469 
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World Social Forum 


The fourth World Social Forum (WSF) is opening in Mumbai, India on 16 January. One month ahead, 52,000 people 
from all continents had already registered to take part. Organisers expect that anything from 70,000 to 100,000 may 
actually take part in the forum. Dave Stockton looks at the short history of the WSF and who really runs the show 


he shift to an Asian venue for 

the WSF presents the possibili- 

ty for a huge involvement of 

workers, poor peasants and 

: popular organisations in the 

world-wide movement against global cap- 

italism and imperialist war. An assembly 

of youth will also take part at the forum as 

will a whole series of other meetings of 
campaigning bodies 

As at the previous three WSFs, held in 
Porto Alegre, Brazil, large scale conferences 
will take place on several key themes: Land, 
water and food sovereignty; Militarism, war 
and peace; Wars against women, women 
against wars; Globalisation, Economic and 
social security; Exclusions and oppres- 
sion — Racism and Caste based discimina- 
tion; Labour and the world of work; Reli- 
gious, ethnic and linguistic exclusion and 
oppression. 

These huge assemblies have their lim- 
itations. Hopefully they will allow the voic- 
es of key figures in recent struggles in 
Asia to join those of Europe and the 
Americas which have dominated the WSF 
so far. But the key issue is how much space 
is accorded to meetings where speakers 
from the floor can make proposals on poli- 
cies for fighting global capitalism and impe- 
rialist wars and whether any mechanism 
can be brought into existence to launch 
common actions in the year ahead. 

The whole history of the WSF means we 
can’t be optimistic on this. 


Beginnings 

The WSF- whatever its organisers claim 
— is not synonymous with the anti-capi- 
talist movement born in the late 1990s. 
Bernard Cassen’s recent memoirs about the 
movement he insists on calling “alter- 
mondialist”, are actually called “It all began 
in Porto Alegre”. This is a lie. Indeed, Seat- 
tle 1999 — not Porto Alegre — is often 
taken as the starting point. 

But even this is not completely true. 
Seattle certainly created a world-wide focus 
on the “new movement” and launched a 
series of mobilisations tothe gatherings of 
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ical ecologist and populist forces like 
RTS, People’s Global Action (inspired by 
the Zapatista’s) had begun to mobilise from 
1996 onwards. The French journal Le 
Monde Diplomatique and Attac-France 
founded in June 1998) belong to this peri- 
ed too, but they cannot claim to monopo- 
hese it. 

The WSF'’s origins lie in January 1999 
» an “anti-Davos” counter-conference in 
witzerland organised, among others by 
(tac. The next anti-Davos event in Janu- 
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» 2000, brought together groups like the 
jorid Women’s March and the Brazilian 
(ST (landless rural workers movement). 
Ser this. Bernard Cassen, chairperson of 
Attac and director of Le Monde Diploma- 
tique, met in Paris with Francisco Whitak- 
of the Brazilian Justice and Peace Com- 
mission, to discuss the possibility of holding 
2 world forum, like the Davos events, at the 
same time as the World Economic Forum 
“as meeting. One powerful motivation was 

= zwoad the confrontation with the WEF 
em the streets of Davos or Zurich. It was 
2creed that it should be held in the south- 
ern Brazilian city of Porto Alegre and should 
be called the World Social Forum. 

The first WSF in January 2001 attract- 
ed some 5,000 registered participants from 

7 countries as well as many thousands 
of Brazilian activists. At the second forum 
the figures had more than doubled, rising 
tp ower 12,000 official delegates from 123 
countries and tens of thousands of total par- 
ticipants from Brazil. The third forum in 
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capstalist elite. But in factfar left” 








January 2003 was even more massive, 
with over 20,000 official delegates and 
roughly 100,000 total participants. 

The key force behind this was the Brazil- 
ian PT, in power in both the city and the state. 
In 2002 the Porto Alegre municipality pro- 
vided approximately $300,000 and the state 
of Rio Grande do Sul $1 million for the event. 
Though it appears that the “investment” of 
the Brazilian organisers yielded a profit, nev- 
ertheless the dependence of the WSF on huge 
donatioris fom reformist parties and their 
cultural and front organisations determined 
the increasingly conservative nature of the 
official results of the WSF. 


In addition the WSF, as a body, receives 
funds from agencies, closely tied to corpo- 
rate interests and outright imperialist 
outfits like the Ford Foundation. “He who 
pays the piper calls the tune” is an old prin- 
ciple and one to which the Ford Foundation 
has devoted its existence, co-opting radi- 
cal movements and representatives for 
decades using Detroit dollars. As long as the 
WSF is bound to such funders then it is 
inconceivable that it should become a body 


devoted to overthrowing just the$e inter- 


ests. It seems that the funders were amongst 
those insisting on the exclusion of all polit- 
ical parties per se and on especially all organ- 
isations involved in “violence” — violence 
against capitalism and imperialism natu- 
rally. French imperialist ministers were wel- 
come, of course! 
Since then there have been thematic and 
regional social forums: one on neoliberal- 
ism held in Argentina in August 2002, the 
first European Social Forum (ESF) in Flo- 
rence in November 2002, the first Asian 
Social Forum in Hyderabad in January 2003 
and the second ESF held in Paris in Novem- 
ber. These formed part of a semi-official 
forum calendar, maintained and controlled 
jointly by the Organising Committee/Sec- 
retariat and the International Council. 
Naomi Klein has characterised the struc- 
ture of he first World Social Forum as “so 


Roughly 100,000 people participated in the 2003 WSF 
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opaque that it was nearly impossible to 
figure out how decisions were made”. In 
fact, WSF, decisions are made by a tiny num- 
ber of organisations, but with consider- 
able financial resources. The WSF gather- 
ings are focussed on a few celebrities of 
the NGO world — Susan George, Walden 
Bello, Bernard Cassen — who propagate 
the NGO worldview. While they talk pas- 
sionately about “another world being pos- 
sible” the alternatives they propagate are 
policies for implementation by reformed 
bodies of the existing system, rather than 
the overthrow of the system itself. 

That is why these academics and jour- 
nalists hate the term for the movement, 
taken up on the streets of London, Seattle, 
Prague, Genoa: anticapitalist. After juggling 
with terms like “global citizens movement” 
they coined a new French word — “alter- 
mondialist” — alternative globalisation. 


Decision making 

Formal decision-making power was orig- 
inally in the hands of the Organising 
Committee (OC), consisting of the Central 
Trade Union Confederation CUT (Central 
Unica dos Trabalhadores), the MST and six 
smaller Brazilian civil society organisations. 

The other main body of the WSF, the 
International Council (IC), was founded in 
Sao Paulo in June 2001. The OC decided 
who to invite to the founding meeting. In 
April 2002, the OC was transformed into the 
WSF Secretariat. As of June 2003 the Inter- 
national Council consists of 113 organisa- 
tions, though in practice many of them have 
not participated. The IC was assigned an 
only an advisory role but it has grown in 
importance. 

The decision-making mechanism at IC 
meetings — as throughout the WSF- is the 
famed “consensus”. However the power of 
initiative lies with the Secretariat. It sub- 
mits a proposal and the IC debates it. If no 
clear consensus emerges, the Secretariat 
will have a separate meeting and reconsid- 
er its original proposal. In some cases, it will 
then (typically on the second day of the two- 
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day meeting) present a new proposal taking 
earlier discussion into account. Normally, 
the new proposal will carry the day with 
everyone agreeing, more or less. 

The precondition of this method is that 
the World Social Forum is not a delibera- 
tive body aimed at deciding common action, 
that it will not take political positions and 
that therefore it needs no decision-mak- 
ing procedures. 

The parallels of this form of decision 
making with the way the WTO in Geneva 
operates are so stark that it can only be a 
unique form of doublethink that prevents 
the great crusaders against globalisation 
from drawing it. 

This suits the Brazilian reformist organ- 
isations, Le Monde Diplomatique, the 
unelected bigwings of Attac and the NGOs 
down to the ground. The WSF in their view 
must remain a ‘space’, a ‘forum’, an ‘event’ 
and not a movement or political actor. But 
by no means do all the participants agree 
with this. 

Michael Albert — author of Parecon —a 
libertarian key figure in movement in the 
USA, has proposed that the annual WSF 
gathering should be made a delegate event. 
The WSF could be attended by 5,000 — 
10,000 people “delegated to it from the major 
regional forums of the world”. He has 
even talked of it becoming an Internation- 
al, like the First International (as imagined 
by anarchists). 


impotence 

The Italian organisers of the European 
Social Forum, in Florence in 2002, want- 
ed to use a social movements declaration 
drafted by WSF participants as the founda- 
tion-stone of the ESF’s own forum. The WSF 
Secretariat vetoed this on the grounds 
that the Porto Alegre Charter of Principles 
can be the only official basis for events organ- 
ised within the WSF umbrella. 

At the Bangkok meeting in August 2002, 
Bello argued that the International Council 
should produce a public statement calling on 
movements around the world to take part in 





protests in Canctin in 2003. In the Porto 
Alegre meeting of the council in January 2003, 
delegates argued in favour of making a pub- 
lic statement against the imminent war in 
Iraq. In both cases, consensual decision-mak- 
ing was used to “decide” not to issue any such 
statements. This shows the absolute impo- 
tence of the WSF if it remains within the 
framework of the Porto Alegre Principles and 
under its present leadership. 

According to its Charter of Principles, 
the WSF is “a plural, diversified, non-con- 
fessional, non-governmental and non-party 
context”. The bloc of the Brasilian PT 
leaders and the leaders of Attac have 
strictly policed these principles — principles 
never debated or adopted by any democra- 
tic assembly. In August 2002 the Secre- 
tariat vetoed the plans of the Italians to invite 
political parties to take part officially in 
the European Social Forum 

As Candido Grzybowski of the Secretariat 
put it, “political action is the responsibili- 
ty of each individual and the coalitions they 
form, not an attribute of the forum”. 
While Fransisco Whitaker attacked the “self- 
nominated social movements” that “seek to 
put the forum inside their own mobilising 
dynamics, to serve their own objectives.” 
And who — we ask — nominated these self- 
appointed and inflated bureaucrats to speak 
for the anticapitalist movement? 

The only partial breach in this ban on 
politics was the historic call for anti-war 
demonstrations of 15 February 2003 that 
the many movements gathered in the 
WSF 2003 in Porto Alegre agreed to “make 
public”. Whitaker protested against these, 
fearing that “the media might consider them 
semi-official”. The media? Or the Ford Foun- 
dation, perhaps? 

There have been even more radical 
critics at the ESF, though the organisers 
have done all they could to sideline them. 
During the first WSF there was a large, mil- — 
itant youth camp, many of whom issued a 
denunciation of the organisers hopeless- 
reformism and elitism. A group of young 
and angry participants from this camp burst 
into the posh all-glass VIP room where the 
leaders and important guests were being 
expensively wined and dined. 


Mumbai 

The WSF 2004 in India takes place at a 
crucial moment in the history of the move- 
ment. Certainly it offers the possibility 
spreading the movement against corporate 
power, imperialism and war much more 
widely. On the other hand, the power and 
domination of the NGOs and the reformist 
parties, especially the Communist Party of 
India (Marxist) will weigh heavily in favour 
of continued impotence. 

That is why revolutionaries need to raise 
in every meeting within the forum the 
demand for a real deliberative assembly, for 
the rejection of the Porto Alegre Principles, 
for the “legalisation” of political parties, for 
no privileges to the reformist bureaucrats 
or journalistic bigwigs. We must call for 
an end to funding by US and EU imperial- 
ist agencies and state bodies. We must call 
for social forums in every major city, in every 
country and a process of delegation to the 
continental and world forums, with the 
European and North American movements 
raising the funds to enable the Asian African 
and South Americans to be fully and fairly 
represented, wherever it is held. 

Corporate globalisation and the war on 
terrorism demand the maintenance and 
development of a huge world movement 
to fight them and to overthrow them. 

This demands another major step for- 
ward: the creation of a mass International 
of the workers and poor peasants — the Fifth 
International. We Res 
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China powers ahead 


The major house journals of capitalism are full of articles about the ‘Chinese miracle’, its industrial might and 
sustained growth rates. Frank Kellerman \ooks at the aims of the new Chinese leadership and the problems they face 


he west is waking up to China. 
This year it will become the 
world’s fourth biggest econo- 
my; by 2040, according to 
bankers Goldman Sachs, its 
GDP will surpass that of the USA -that is, 
if both go on growing at their present rate. 
In the last 10 years it has become the liter- 
al workshop of the world —the number one 
producer of TVs, DVDs, PCs and mobile 
phones, the number one consumer of steel. 
China is swallowing large chunks of 
the west’s surplus capital whole: at $53bna 
year, China is the world’s number one des- 
tination for foreign direct investment (FDI). 
And with it goes jobs — tens of thousands 
of manufacturing jobs from Europe and 
America have moved to China. Not even the 
cheap labour hotspots of Latin America can 
compete: over 200 Mexican sweatshops have 
closed and moved production to China. 
For years, China watchers have been con- 
cerned with the impact of capitalism on 
China: could it happen without blood- 
shed; would the Communist Party dicta- 
torship stay in tact through the restoration 
of capitalism? Now these questions are being 
subsumed in a larger question: the impact 
of China on capitalism. 
For in the process of capitalist restora- 
tion, China has not become a subservient 


~ satellite of America — no matter how many 


of the new middle class and top bureau- 
cracy find their way to a place at a US busi- 
ness school. China is becoming both an eco- 
nomic and political power to be reckoned 
with, and the decisions taken behind the 
high, closed gates of its ministries will have 
a significant impact on the class struggle, 
economic policy and international relations 
in the west. 


Who rules China? 

In October 2002 the so called “Fourth 
Generation” of Chinese bureaucrats took 
over. Led by President Hu Jintao and Pre- 
mier Wen Jiabao, the impact of their acces- 
sion was initially seen in the western press 
as a matter of “presentation”. But the rise 
to power of Hu was significant. It signalled 
the growing power of a faction for which 
completing the transition to a full-blown 
capitalist economy is the number one pri- 
ority, even over and above maintaining 
the rule of the party. 

Hu wishes the CCP to become a party 
of the Chinese bourgeoisie, while main- 
taining a social safety net that keeps the 
masses from revolt and binds a layer of the 
better off workers to the party. The hope is 
that, after a decade or two, Hu’s China will 
be a developed capitalist country and the 
CCP will be a cross between the US Democ- 
rats and New Labour. 

Hu and his allies definitely continue one 
tradition: that of the faceless bureaucrat. 
Hu was hand picked for his mediocrity 
and — as leaked documents from the Ghi- 
nese CP show — passed an arduous process 
of selection whose main purpose was to weed 
out anyone who had ever done anything out 
of the ordinary and thus represented a risk 
to the course set by the retiring leaders. 

Since Chinese politics are conducted 
wholly in secret, with the masses having 
to search for hidden meanings in the 
pages of the People’s Daily, it’s impossible 
to gauge the true tempo of Hu’s economic 
policies. But their direction is clear. At the 
3rd Plenum of the 16th Congress of the CCP, 
in October 2003, the party decided to speed 
up the closure or privatisation of all China’s 
remaining state-owned enterprises. It also 
ratified changes to the Chinese constitution 
aimed at guaranteeing the rights of pri- 
vate property owners. This is not just the 
last phase of the destruction of the Stalin- 
ist economy: it is a work of construction — 








Chinese President Hu Jintao, and US presidential envoy, James Baker 


namely the construction of a normatively 
functioning capitalist economy, with busi- 
nesses entitled to expect the rule of law, at 
least in the economic sphere. In addition 
Hu has speeded up the process of recruit- 
ing the bourgeoisie to the party. 

However the construction of a normal 
functioning capitalism does not mean China 
will adopt the neo-liberal model — the so- 
called “Washington consensus” — even 
though that is what it is urged to do by every 
Financial Times and Wall Street Journal arti- 
cle that touches on the subject. 


Problems ahead 

In the first place China faces a linked 
series of strategic obstacles to completing 
the transition. The first is the land question. 
Two thirds of the population lives on the 
land, earning less than a dollar a day, the 
majority on plots of land no bigger than the 
centre court at Wimbledon. This means the 
domestic economy cannot become the 
motor of Chinese growth were foreign 
investment to falter. Nor can China become 
a truly modern economy, since in regions 
of dirt roads and shoelessness it is hard for 
the central bureaucracy to control the 
actions of local crooks, businessmen and 
regional bureaucrats — let alone for west- 
ern-trained accountants to audit the books. 

At present the land question is “solving” 
itself by propelling 10 million young peas- 
ants a year off the land and into the cities, 
where they have to live as second class cit- 
izens under the remnants of China’s strict 
system of residency permits. There are 
150 million migrant workers, mainly in their 
20s, the vast majority working in China’s 
new capitalist sweatshops under strict work 
discipline and living in dormitories. But a 
full solution to the land question will involve 
the automation of agriculture, the creation 
of big farms and the expulsion of — Chi- 
nese experts believe — about another 
250m adults from the rural workforce. 

Since this cannot happen without the 
continued breakneck expansion of Chinese 
industry, this dictates the whole of the rest 
of the domestic economic policy. Far from 
reigning in its attempts to attract FDI, China 
must increase them. As one Chinese official 
said on BBC Newsnight, “in the west you 
are always worrying about what if all the 


manufacturing jobs go to China. Our prob- 
lem is: what if all manufacturing jobs come 
to China — it’s still not enough”. Hence, 
for China’s policymakers, maintaining 
growth at the official rate of 9% a year isa 
minimum requirement. 

The problem is not just how to do this, 
but the kind of capitalism that is created 
in the process. Western capitalism, for all 
its booms and bubbles, is so sclerotic that 
it cannot even comprehend the idea of 
growth without inflation. China can have 
double digit growth without inflation, due 
to the massive deflationary power of its sur- 
plus labour force to keep wages down. 
Hence, for economic policy it has adopted 
a kind of crude Keynesianism — pump-prim- 
ing public spending projects of which the 
Three Gorges Dam and the 2008 Olympic 
Games infrastructure projects are just the 
tip of the iceberg. This is combined with a 
heavy dose of protectionism, notwith- 
standing its accession to the WTO. 


Dysfunctional? 

To a western banker, China’s economic 
policy looks dysfunctional: there are mas- 
sive bad debts in the largely state-owned 
banking system. The banks mobilise the sav- 
ings of the Chinese masses and pour them 
into loss making private enterprises. The 
property boom, which rivals that of Japan 
in the 1980s, is another sign that a fully- 
functioning financial system (with solvent 
banks and a transparent stock market) do 
not exist. Capital flows to wherever it can to 
make a surplus, but it cannot safely do so 
through the financial system. However, to 
the Chinese bureaucracy these policies 
are functional and form the core of the Key- 
nesian growth strategy outlined by Jiang 
Zemin’s finance minister Zhu Rongji and 
maintained by Hu. 

It is easy to see how all this might break 
down: if foreign investment were to dry 
up, or western consumption of Chinese 
exports were to falter — both conditions that 
would arise from a US/Europeean recession 
— China would be faced with the obligation 
to “take the strain” for the world economy. 
In order to do that it would have had to 
create a fully functioning domestic consumer 
market. But, although to the eyes of west- 
ern visitors this seems to exist, in the 


shopping malls of the seaboard cities, it does 
not predominate in the Chinese hinterland. 
Chinese economists believe a fully mod- 
ernised consumer economy is two or three 
decades away. 

But the ultimate problem facing the Chi- 
nese leadership is the need to extricate the 
party from the economy. It is not just that 
the bureaucracy has its fingers in the pie 
of the nationalised sectors; it is enriching 
itself greedily in the private sector as well. 
Yet there is no external supervision: when 
it comes to a drug company, the man that 
owns it can be in the party that runs the 
health system which buys it and the regu- 
latory system that certifies the drug as safe. 
The only external supervision is the party 
itself, since the press is not free and criti- 
cism and exposure of corruption, unless 
sanctioned by the party, is met with prison. 
This, both Hu and his friends in Washing- 
ton agree, is dysfunctional. The aim is some 
form of “separation of powers” which allows 
the judiciary and civil service to discover the 
many hidden Enrons in Chinese capitalism 
without bringing the system down. 


The Chinese workers 

Amid all this what is happening to the 
Chinese working class? It is undergoing a 
traumatic process of destruction and recom- 
position. In the north-east provinces, where 
Mao concentrated industrial investment in 
the 1950s and 1960s it is going through hell. 
Huge factories are being closed on the orders 
of the bureaucracy; whole populations of 
workers are thrown out of work. Protests 
occur in these towns almost daily, according 
to the Chinese website China Labour Bul- 
letin, and repression is severe. 

Independent unions are forbidden in 
China. The fate of two union organisers, Yao 
Fuxin and Xiao Yunliang, both men in their 
50, is demonstrative. They led protests 
against the layoff of millions of workers in 
Liaoyiang, north-east China. They were sen- 
tenced to seven and four years respectively, 
time they are serving in a penal colony so 
harsh that both men have been hospitalised 
since October and are feared to be in dan- 
ger of dying. This in a country which has 
signed up to the United Nations Interna- 
tional Labour Organisation, and whose 
stooge union the ACFTU sits on the gov- 
erning body of the ILO. 

While the protest movement is said to 
be growing in north-east China the scale of 
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repression means it has been virtually 
impossible for foreign activists and jour- 
nalists to raise solidarity or to report it at 
the time. Hence, as far as the British 
media and Tony Blair’s government are con- 
cerned, it does not exist. 

In the “new” China, things are different. 
Whereas the typical workforce in Manchuria 
is older, well trained and possesses strong 
self-organising tendencies, the workforce 
in the south is largely new. In Shenzhen, 
the Manchester of the 21st century, the typ- 
ical factory employs mainly young women 
from the rural provinces of the south-west. 

They live in dorms, are subject to heavy 
supervision and forced pregnancy testing. 
Their wages can be five times what they 
could earn at home. These massive work- 
places full of first generation urban work- 
ers will be for the Chinese revoluiton what 
the giant Putilov factory in Petrograd was 
to the Russion revolution — but they have 
a long way to go before self organisation 
takes root. Indeed, the availability of 
masses of replacement workers — and the 
high turnover (the average career length for 
a young woman worker is five years) means 
it will take a wider social upheaval to 
break the hold of the line managers here. 


Revolution not reform 

Right now the political watchword both 
of the bureaucracy — and even the inde- 
pendent workers’ leaders — is reform. The 
bureaucracy will use friendly internal crit- 
icism, combined with a ban on independent 
organisation, to nudge the party away 
from the horse trough it has been feeding 
from since the 1990s. In return, maybe in 
a decade or so, there will be an indepen- 
dent labour bureaucracy that acts as broker 
between the big employers and the work- 
force. 

The Chinese workers need to break 
this policy which will condemn them to 
decades of superexploitation. What is need- 
ed is a real Chinese communist party: a rev- 
olutionary workers party that can mobilise 
the billions of exploited and oppressed to 


_ settle accounts with Chinese dictatorship 


andestablish the:power of the workers 
and poor farmers. Only then can the Chi- 
nese masses harness their enormous 
energy and potential to benefit all in soci- 
ety through establishing a soviet China, a 
real workers state. 
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and anticapitalist 
alternative to Blair ~ 


There is growing disillusion with 
Blair and his Labour Government. 
Workers are fed up with New 
Labour’s privatisation policies, 
young people hoping to go into 
higher education are outraged at the 
abolition of grants and introduction 
of top up fees, black and minority 
communities are incensed at racism 
and attacks on refugees. 


People are still outraged at being 
dragged to war on the coat-tails of 
George Bush having been lied to 
about ‘weapons of mass 
destruction’ in Iraq. There could 
not be a better time to build a real 
socialist alternative to new Labour. 


A number of leading anti-war 
activists and socialists have called a 
conference on January 25 to 
launch a new movement to 
challenge Blair at the polls — it is 
called Respect. We don’t agree with 
its declaration, we think Respects 
leaders have turned their backs on 
socialism (see inside pp 4/5). 


Here is our alternative declaration 
for an anti-capitalist electoral 
challenge to New Labour — we 
intend to fight for it, and a new 
workers’ party, at Respect’s 
founding conference. If you agree, 
join us in this struggle. 





he greatest mass movement of 
our age has brought us together. 
We have marched in our millions 
against war, against racism, 
against privatisation and corporate 
power, in defence of democracy and civil 
liberties. Our views are shared by millions, 
often a majority. 
Yet no establishment politician or party 
will lend their voice to this movement. 


The system that creates these injustices is 
global capitalism. It plunges the world into 
war as rival nation states and corporations 
compete for resources and domination. It 
scours the face of the earth for the cheapest 
labour and pushes working peoples’ wages 
and rights down to the lowest level. 


Another world is possible- one based on 
social ownership and a democratically planned 
economy to meet the needs of the millions not 
the greed of a few millionaires. With the wealth 
of the world in the hands of its people, poverty 
and inequality could be eradicated forever. 


Blair took us into war with Iraq against the 
wishes of the majority. We elect 659 MPs every 
five years, but in the meantime they cannot 
be held accountable, recalled or replaced. In 
reality power lies in the boardrooms of the City 
and with the police chiefs and high command 
of the army - none of them elected. 


Lasting changes cannot be carried out 
through parliament, but through action by 
millions in the workplaces and on the streets. 
To create a fairer world demands revolution - 
the overthrow of the state that defends the 
wealth of the capitalist class. 


We are standing to give voice to the 
struggles of working class and poor people. 
We are working to build a new political party 
of the working class to challenge the capitalist 
parties and capitalist rule. We will not join any 
capitalist coalition government - the only 
power we support is a workers’ government. 
This would be based on People’s Assemblies - 
democratic councils of delegates elected from 
the workplaces and working class communities. 
Our goal is a Socialist United States of Europe 
as part of a socialist world. 


Even the onset of war did not stop 
the global revolt against it. 

Across the world the working 
class is coming together. 
Globalisation has forced workers 
and activists from different 
countries and continents to unite, 
work and fight together. There have 
been huge Social Forums of 
resistance in Europe at Florence and 
Paris, in Asia at Hyderabad and in 
South America at Porto Alegre. 

Together with the LF, which is 
represented on the European Social 
Forum, Workers Power campaigns 
to bring these movements together 
into a New World Party of Socialist 


Revolution - the Fifth 
international. 

This is a momentous time, one of 
those times when the true nature of 
the world we live in suddenly 
becomes clear to millions. 
Capitalism is revealing itself to be a 
system of war, conquest and global j 


inequality. By taking to the streets j Name: 
against war and capitalism, | Address: 
hundreds of thousands of people , 
are showing that they have seen ! 
through the lies. ' 
Take the next step and join Postcode: 
Workers Power. Phone us on . Email: 
020 7820 1363 or e mail us at | Tel no: 
paper@workerspower.com. es oun: seamsite aunt gon inks sen ioe 


' JOIN US! 


| 2 1 would like to join the 

| Workers Power group 

| 4 Please send more details 
| about Workers Power 






We stand for the following 


policies and campaign for 
mass action to secure 


Teac Sg renounces 


@ Immediate withdrawal of British 
troops from Iraq 

@ Troops out of Ireland now 

@ No arms or support for 
repressive regimes 

@ Not a penny or a person to 
‘defend’ this unjust system 


wee hepsi og 

need greed 

@ No more privatisation and ‘PFI’ 

@ Free quality education and 
healthcare for all 

@ A massive building programme 
of social housing 

@ Freeze rents, scrap council tax 
and mortgage interest 


@ No top up fees or graduate tax. 
Grants for students. 


A more equal society 


@ Tax the rich, not the poor 

@ £15,000 minimum wage for all 
@ Benefits set at minimum wage 
@ Pensions linked to earnings 


A more just society 

@ Restore civil liberties removed 
by Labour 

@ Repeal all anti-trade union laws 

@ Action against discrimination 
on grounds of race, nationality, 
gender, sexuality, religion or age 

@ Purge racists from the police 

@ Full citizenship rights for 
asylum seekers 












Get active, stay active, join Workers Power 


: | SUBSCRIBE 


s ahaate cocks weatabaeinaicn 
| direct to my door each month. | 
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A society that backs 
global development 


@ Cancel Third Worid Debt 

@ Down with the IMF, World Bank, WTO - 
instruments of global poverty 

@ End business secrecy and patents 

@ Massive reductions in carbon emissions 
to fight climate change 

@ Freedom of movement - end immigration 
controls 


A more productive, 
fairer society 


@ Maximum 35 hour week with no loss of pay 

@ Nationalise transport, banks, utilities and 
major corporations - no compensation 

@ All enterprises under democratic control 
of workers and consumers 

@ No transfer of jobs to cheap labour zones - 
level up pay and conditions 

@ A democratic plan of production and 
distribution to match resources to needs 


A society of real freedom 
for women 


@ Free abortion on demand 

@ Free nurseries 

@ Enforce equal pay and end all 
discrimination 

A society that empowers 

the many not the few 

@ Abolish the monarchy and the House 
of Lords 

@ Proportional representation 

@ Votes at 16 

@ Scrap the EU's dictatorial Commission 
and Council of Ministers - for a democratic 
European Constituent Assembly 

@ Nationalise press and media under 
democratic control 

@ A working class government based 
on People’s Assemblies. 








Workers Power is the 


League 
international (LFI) 
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